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By Mr. LESHER: Petition of 7G citizen of Northurnberlnncl 

County, Pa., favoring a Christian amendment to the Constitu
tion of tbe United States; to the Committee on the Jucliciary. 

By 1\lr. LONDON: Petition protesting against the sending of 
the military forces of the United States into 1\Iex.ico and asking 
the withdrawal of such forces, from F. W. Kirk and 20 other 
citizen· of Louisville, Ky.; to the Committee on Foreign Affair . 

Also, petition indorsing a bill proposed by Mr. Fred Warren 
"providing that tbose who make war shall do all the fighting," 
from C. W. Bu ·by and 17 other citizens of Eustace, Tex.; tO> the 
Committee on i\1ilitary Affairs. 

Also, telegram opposing any action by Oongre s that would 
cau. e a stute of \Ya'l" and urging Congress to pre,-ent that ca
lamity, from -n.'aiter ' Union No. 30, San Francisco, Cal.; to the 
Committee on I1'oreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petitions of Archie Sanger and 14 other citi
zens of Edenville, 1\lieh., fa\oring national prohibition; to the 
Committee ou the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. C. McDonald and 3 other citizens of 
Blanehnrd, 1\!ich., fa'>orlng the Ashbrook bill, relative to in
crea ·e in pensions to i\il War widows; to the Committee on 
In•mlid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTH: Petition of 40 citizens of Indiana County, 
Pa., favoring a Christian amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\lr. RAINEY: Petition of Lula C. Smith and others. of 
nockport, Ill .• fa\Oriug national prohibition; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Al o, petition of Riehm·(} Burch and others, of Eldred, and 
Ida EJ. Staley and other , of Tallula, Ill., against a juvenile
court act; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By l\fr. RANDALL : Memorial of the commission on temper
ance of the Congregational Churches of the Uniterl States, urg
in"" the pas age of the 'heppard Di tl"ict of Columbia prohibition 
bill; to the Committee on the Di trict of Columbia. 

Al o, petition of 545 people of Pomona, Cal., favoring national 
prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Ne\adn Hulbart and 32 other citizens of Los 
Angele , Oa1., protesting a O'ainst House bills 6468 and 491 ; t<.• 
the Committee on the Post Office anti Po t Roads. 

By 1\lr. SA.~. 'FORD: Papers to accompany House bill 1337i, 
for the relief of l\latthew J. l\IcDermott; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By 1\fr. SI .IS: Petition of untlry citizens, favoring rural 
credit 1egi lation; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By i\Ir. SLOAN : Petition of Alexander A. J\1. Bulgrin and 72 
other~, again t pa, age of hill to amend the postal laws; to the 
Committee on the Po. t Offiee and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ST"ElENERSON: Petition of citizens of Pipe tone 
County, Minn., protesting against House bills 6468 and 491, to 
mnend the postal 1Rw ; to the Committee on the Po t Office and 
Pot Road. 

By 1\I:r. STEPHEKS of California : Resolution of Franklin 
Priuting Trades Association, S:m Francisco, Cal., favoring an 
embargo on export of materials for manufacturing paper; to 
the Committee on Inter tate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, _petition of l\lrs: .A. Hunter and 41 others, all of Los 
Angeles, Cal., protesting against the juvenile court bill-House 
bill13048; to the Committee on the Juuicin.ry. 

Also, letter from irnon Levy Co., Los Angeles, Cal., favoring 
the Keating bill ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution from Chamber of Commerce, Venice, Cal., 
favoring a naval base in Santa Monica Bay, Cal.; to the C(ill}
mittee on Naval Affair . 

Also, letter from Central Labor Union, Santa Barbara, CaL, 
protesting against preparedne s; to the Committee on 1\Iilitarv 
Affairs. · 

Also, letters from Hem·y S. Oahu, Los Angeles, Cal., and A. C. 
Ruuolfson, San Franci co, Cal., favoring 1-cent postage on urop 
letters; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

AJ o, com.municution. · from 1\Irs. H. Salkey and the Jewish 
Sisterhood of Los Angeles, Cal., protesting against the Burnett 
immigration !Jill; fo the CoiDJnittee on Immigration. 

A.lso, corumunicntion from St. Antonius Society, protesting 
against the ale nnu e~"POrt of munitions of war; to the Com
mittee on Inter tute anll Forei:!n Commerce. 

Al o, communications from C. E. Cham}}{lrlnin and 10 others, 
favoring tbe Warren bill; to the Committee on l\lilitnry Affairs. 

Also, letters favoring the cou trudion of Wghway up 1\Iount 
Whitney, Cnl.. from Howard Huntington and l\1 .. J. Connell, of 
Los Angeles, Cal., nu(l Kern County Boal'<l of Trude, Bakers
fleJu, Cal. ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

AI ·o, petitiou si:!ned by .Mt·s. C. C. Clar, pre ident California 
DiYision, Unitetl Dnughh>r of the Confederac3·; 1\fr~ . T. J. 

Douglas, president Los A.ngele Chapter, United Daughters of 
tile Confederacy; l\lr . Samuel Cary Dunlap, past president of 
California Division, United Daugllters of the Confederacy~ Mrs. 
Grantland S. Long, Stute vice president, and Mrs. Allen W. 
Ellington, second vice president, Los Angeles Chapter, Uuited 
Daughters of the Confederacy ; Mrs. w·. B. Scarborough, record
ing secretary Los Angeles Chapter; Miss Lulie McGoodwin, cor
responding secretary Los Angeles Chapter ; Miss Cora A. 
Mathews, historian Los Angeles Chapter; Mrs. John C. McCay, 
eustodian of the flag, and 68 others, all of Los Angeles, Cal., 
fa\oring the pru s:age of House bill 4 78 ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April9393, 1916. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

Almighty God, Creator of aU things, Thy will is law. We 
bless Thee tllat we ha\'e come to know that the law of Thy will 
is love and grace and truth.. We come to Thee to-day under 
the inspiration of this season of the year. We see once more 
the challenge of life to the force of deuth. That ··which was dead 
is alive again. Tbou dQst give to us the pledge- of our own im
mortality. We have about us the intimations of the life which 
is yet to be. We bless Thee for the assurance that wl1oleness 
Qf life is the conqueror over death. Thou wilt not suffer Thy 
holy one to see corruption. Grant u this day the especial in
spiration of Thy spirit that we may enter profoundly into the 
meaning and message and intimation of this season and come 
to measure life by its infinite leogth and depth and height 
and breaclth. For Christ's sake. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed~ 
ings of the legislative day of Thursday, April 20, 1916, when, on 
request of Mr. SMOOT and by unanimous consent, the further 
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 

TJ;IE NAVY (S. DOC. NO. 413). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of April 12, 1916, eertain information relative , 
to a communication dated August 3, 1914, from the General 
Board of the Navy warning the Navy Department of the neces
sity of bringing the Navy to a state of preparedness, and also· of 
a communication dated November 9, 1914, from Rear Admiral 
Bradley A. Fiske, senior adviser to the Secretary, warning 
the Navy Department of the unprepared state of the Navy, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A me s:age from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution ( S. J. Re . 98) to print u.s a public document the 

' final report and testimony submitted to Congress by the United 
States Commission on Industrial Relations. 

The message also announced that the House agrees to the 
amendment of the Senate to the amendments of the House to 
the concurrent resolution (S. Con. nes. 20) authorizing the 
appointment of a representati\e of the United States Govern~ 
ment to appear at the celebration of the landing of Sir Francis 
Drake on the coast of California. 

The me sage further announced that the House disagrees to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12027) granting 
pensions and increa e of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children 
of soldiers and sailors of said war, asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed .1\Ir. RusSELL of Missouri, Mr. AsHBROOK, and 
Mr. FULLER managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

~ROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message al o announced that the Speaker• of the House 
had signed the following enro11ed bills and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 4701. An act to establish in the War Depnrtmeut ancl 
in the Navy Department, respectively, a roll, designated as 
"the Army and Navy medal-of-honor roll," and for other pur
poses; 

H. R. 5835. An act for the relief of James Stanton; 
H. R. 7248. An act for the relief of the United States Drain

age & Irri~ation Co.; 
H. R. 7502. Ail uct for the relief of Ellis P. Garton. adminis

trator of the estate .of H. B. Garton, deceased; 
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H. R. 7862. An act for the relief of New England Coal & Coke 
Co.. O\VnPr of the American barges Emilie and Ca.ssie, and 
Bnlc.sgnaJ·cl. Kiosterud Dampskibsaktieselskab, owner of the 
Norwegian steamship Hespc-ros; 

H. R. 9803. An act to emancipate from certain disabilities 
children who have judgments of convictions for crime of record 
Rgainst them in the juveuile court of the District of Colum
bin; and 

H . .T. Res. 87. Joint reriiolution authorizing and directing the 
Recretary of the .Treasury to credit the stamp account of Ed
l\"fircl B. Craig. as collector of internal revPnue for the collec
tion district of TPnnessee, in the sum of $2.034.89, being the 
representative value of certain internal-revenue documentary 
stamp~ which wpre taken from the office of said collector by 
an act of burglary. 

PETTT10NS AND MEMORIALS. 

1\lr. Sl\IITH of Michigan. Mr. President. I have a number 
of petitions from citizens of Sebewaing, l\1ich .. and also from 
DPtmit nnd othPr points in my State, bearing upon the question 
of an embm·go upon the shipment of arms. 1f the Chnir will 
indul,gE' me. r will call attention to one of them, in which the 
petitioner says: 

A.s I am very anxious to see our country maintaining a position of 
nPntrallty !'O dpfinite and absolute that It can not be questioned by 
anyone who:;p sympathies arP for either of the belligPrents of Europe, 
I an appt>allng to Yl cl, my rep1·e~entativt> In the upper Bouse of Con
gress, to support the resolution ordering an embargo upon further 
shipnlPnts of war material. when it comes up for consideration. 

These pPtitions are generally in the same form and come from 
pn t1·iotic f'itizE>ns. and I desire that their zeal may be pt·operly 
con~idererl by the committee. , 

The VICE PltE~IT>ENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

.Mr. HAHDING presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ohio, 
praying for national prohibition, which were referred to · the 
Committee on the .Judiciary. · 

He also pre~euted · memorials of sundry citizens of Ohio, 
remon~trating against the enactment of legislation for com
Jllllsory Sunclny observance in the District of Columbia, which 
\Yere ordPred to lie on the table. 

He also p1·esented a memorial of the City Council ot Cleve
land. Ohio. remonstrating against any change in the parcel
post law, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
ami Post Hoads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Ohio, 
rernon!'tratin~ against the enactment of legislation to limit the 
freedom of the press. which were referred to the Committee 
on Po~t Offic·es and Post Roads. 

1.\lr. GALLINGER presented pe titions of F. E. Everett, State 
highwny commissioner, of Concord, and of the Auto Club, of 
Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire, praying for Federal 
ai<l in the construction of good roads, which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Reo also presented the petition of Dr. Benjamin W. llaker. 
superintendent of the New Hampshire School for F'eeble-l\1imled, 
of Laconia, N. H., praying for the estnb1ishment of a borneo for 
feeble-minded in the Di trict of Columbia, which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

l\11-. TAGGART. :Mr. President, I usl{ unanimous consent 
that I be pE>rmitted to present and have printed in the REcoRu 
n Jetter in the nature of a petition nddressed to my colleague, 
Senator KERN, which would have been presented by him but for 
the fact that he .is unavoidably nhsent from the city. 

This letter is signed by a S<'oreo or more of the leaning busi
ness men of Indianapolis. aJJ of whom have been for many years 
Identified with every movement for the growth and develop
ment of that city. 

All are of German birth or ance try, but every one a Joyal 
Arneorican <'itizen. 

While runny may not agree with the views expressed, these 
men are of such high character and standing us to entitle their 
utteranee to 1·espectful consideration. 

I ask that the letter be printed In the REconD. 
There being•no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 

in the RECORD, as follows : 
1:-;DIA~APOLIS, lxD., April 12, 1916. 

IJon. JOHN W. KERN, 
U11ited States Senate, Wa.<~h-itlQton. D. G. 

DEAR , 'E::-IATOR: As your neighbors, friends, and constituents, we feel 
that we can appeal to you in this critical hour of our country's negotia
tions witn (;ermany and ask your calm and unbiased considerati~n of 
a few statement which we beg herewith re. pectfully to submit. 

We feel confident it Is not necessary to protest our loyalty to our 
common country to you wbo have known us for years, and submit that 
it 1~ no t£-st of our patdotlsm to entertain opinions and form judgment~ 
in good faith which may differ from those of our fellow citizens. 

If, becaust> of our blood relatlon!'lhips, we have sympathized with 
9ermany in the awful contest which bas been raging since August, 1914, 

ft sePms to u that this is qu itf' na hual, indeed i t would be unnat ural 
and perhaps worse, ranl• hypocri y, if it were otherwise. '\e woulu re
sent the imputat ion t hat hccausc w e hol1l sywpathlt>3 for Germany we 
have viola tell a ny of the requiremcn ts of a goou faith loyalty to our 
country. 

It is our sincere judgment that there ha been no provocation by Ger
many, or any viol ation of international law by tt. that would justify 
the severance of diplomatic r elations or the (leclaration or war. It is 
our sincere judgment tha t t be Government of Germany, as well as the 
German people, do not court the enemity of our Government or of our 
people, and would no t intentiona lly commit any r..voidablP act that 
would bring on the ill will of onr country. It is our sincere juugment 
that .Germany would not knowingly commi t the sllghtt>s t act which, by 1 any po ·sible stretch of imagina tion, could be construed as an att ack 
upon our national honor . -. 

We submit if it sbould be proven tbat we are right in our contentions, 
as set out in the preceding paragraph, it woul1l be worse than a 
calamity to break off rela tions wi t h a country with whom we have al
ways been at peace and with whom our relations have always been 
upon a basis of mutual respect and confidence. 

P erhaps we have no legal founua t ion for ndvancing our ties of blood 
relationship a::. an argument against t he break of diploma tic intercour e 
with Germany-others, no doubt, In the pas t, in s imilar emergencies, 
have asked for consideration l>ecause of mere financial lnteres ts-lmt 
the best instincts of a common brotherhood it seems to us, furni shes 
a valid excuse for an appeal to our fellow citizens to consider our suf
ferings in the event of a situation uch as is now threatening. 

We appeal to you, a~ our trusted repre entatlve, to use the power of 
your great influence agamst the proposition to break diplomatic rela
tions w1th Germany. With great respect, 

Yours, truly, 
Louis Nodroez; Fred Fahnlev; Albrecht Kipp · 0. A. 

Schmell; Wm. F. Plel; Albert Sieber; Very Rev . .Ant. 
Scheiueler. V. G., pastor of St. Mary's Church; Charles 
Mayer; ll. 0. Pantzer: F. J. Meyer; John P. Frenzel; 
Otto N. Vonnyer; S. E. Rauh; Jo . Keller; Lorenz 
Schmidt; Albert C. Zahn; Herman P. Lieber; J. C. 
P et ers; Herman Frenzel; Theo. StempfeJ; Hugo 
Wuelfing. 

Ur. TAGGART. I al o ask unanimous consent that I be per
mitted to present two telegrams which I have received aud that 
they may be printed in the RECORD. One is f-rom the German
American Democratic Club of Indianapolis, consisting of nbout 
800 members, and the other telegram is from the Indiana 
Branch of the Americnn Rights Committee, consisting of about 
180 names. I ask that these two telegrams be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD1 as follows: 

flon. TIIOMAS TAGO.ART, 
Wa.shington, D. 0.: 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., April f O, 191G. 

Senator, this is Good Friday. It brings home to us goou thoughts, 
kindly feelings, a reverence strengthened anew for our Savior, who 
uied that we might live, and through this reveren ce Is born anew the 
grand, thP t>.nnoblmg sentiment, peace on earth, good wUI to men. 
Let us, then, bopt:> and pray that this may become a llvin~ reality and 
that to this end nothing wUl be left undone to prevent a severance of 
the peaceful, kind. and neighborly relations existing between ours, the 
grandest Nation on earth, and the German Empire. May w~ courteously 
prevail on you, our friend, to urge upon our great and good Presl!lent 
and the Nation·s Congress, commemorative of this good day to sounu 
the slogan to a grateful constituency, Peace on earth, good wiu to men. 

Dy order of the German Democratic Club. 

Bon. Tno~As TAGGART, 

ALBERT SAUM, President. 
CARL VIEBATI~, Sccretat·u. 

INDIANAPOLIS, iND., April 2!, 191G. 

United States Se11ate Oltambcr, Wa.shington, D 0.: 
Indianapolis Branch American Rights Committee consists following 

mt>mbers: 
George Ade. E. W. Arnold, . M. L. Addington. Charles E . .Andrews, 

W. C Bobbs. George Brlgj!s. John T. Brandon, Charlon G. Eden, 
Harry R. Ellis. BC'rt Essex, l•'rank S. Fishback, M. K. Foxworthy, John 
S. Fishback!...Frunk C. Fishback, Frank B. Blackledge, Austin H. Brown, 
Henry W . .tlennett, Stanley C. Brooks, Paul H. Bird all, Wlllitts A. 
Bastian, flays B Busktrk B. J. Barnard , Fred E. Barrett, Uervey 
Bates, jr., P. Bandy, Demarchus C. Brown, T. I. Foster, Arthur Grover, 
Harry C. Gilbert, Ralph Gregory, A. Bennett Gates , Albert H. Gisler, 
Lee ·a. Garber. Paul Gregor.v, Thomas J. Cameron A.lexanu~r R. Uolll
day, William w. Hampton, Blythe Q. Hendricks, Col. John T. narnett, 
Edward T Dranham, Barr.v Behrmann, Alex Barr-y, Dr. John H. BuJI, 
Garvin M. Brown, Edwa1·d J. Bennett, R. T. Byers, ll enry 0. Chamber· 
lin. B. P. f'otharin . Charles Clark. C .. T. Cooper. jr.. H. Foster Clip
ptnger, Smiley A. Chamber , Dr. E. D. Clarlt, John N. Carey, Chris to 
pher B. Coleman .. Jefferson Caylor, William Coull, John R. Coull, 
.James I. Dissette, Ward B. Dean, Richaru A. Bt>nry, John ll. Holliday, 
jr., .Jacquelin S. Holliday, B. S. Hawkin , A. l\1. Higgins , R. A. Heit
brink, C. L Harreli. Ray E. Barris, Warrl Il. Hackleman. L. A. Hardin, 
P. A. llavelick , .James 0. Ilumbert. George B. R. Hah, J. I. Hol comb, 
J. Guy Haugh, R. D. Harper, John W. I!Ptt. .John T. Jameson!...l"red B. 
Johnson, Rylvester Johnson, F. B. Jordan, William E. Day. Jr rank T. 
DPmmerlv. F. T. Oavt>nport, SamuPl Dowden, F. S. Dougla s, ol IJ. 
Esarey, Erne!'t Knetler, Otto IJ. Kallf, ChariPS •. Lewis, Edwaru n. 
Lewis, Elmt>r Ill Locke, Eli Lllly. E1·nes t W. Levering, Arthur V. 
Lamme. Montgomt>ry P. L ewi , Daniel ll. Lu ten, George J. Mnrott, 
~amuel D. ~hllt!r, Clarence Martindale, B. C. Mitchell, .Joseph A. Mlnet·, 
.John M Judah, William P. KapRes, J. Buwnrd Kamps, Wtuia.m W. 
~~tf~~sn?u~~~. ~~a:., rfu0~cll; R~ G.sl~~in:i:r~r~: v~· t5~\:~yac~~~ 8.i o~~~ia~ 
~harpe, .rames T tewart, Wallace C. Stoneman, Je . . e S. Shi Ids, 
W. R. Sinclau, Ludu B. Swift, Charles C. loan, ~umuel B. Sutphin, 
Thomas ~tevcn!Oou. W T. Steele, Henrv J. Martin , William H. H. 
Miller, A. H. Morri . Alfred H. Moore, 'norucP A.. ~Iorgan, Harry L. 
Mott Donalll McGibn('y, Ft>lix l\lcWhn-ter . .Jndg£' Robl'rt W. McBride, 
Dr. Charlton McCullough, H. A. McGregm·, 1\uRsell A. McNair, Clare 
McTurnan, Edward L. McKee>, jr., Meredith Nicholson. Nicholas H. 
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• ' oycs, Clarence W. ~icbols, Frank W. Olin, L. J. qsborn, J. B. Par
Ron , .M .• T. Price, 'l'bomas D. Sheerin, 1~dwat·d C. S1mpson, Barry G. 
~arg-ent. Newton Booth Tarkington, Maurice E. Tennant, Harry ~
Taylor, Newton ~'odd, Henry M Talbott, A. W. Thomson, John S. 
Tarkington, Pre ton C. Trusler, Charles J. Taylor, Fred 1. Tone, M. E. 
Vinton, Fr<'d Wallick, Dr. Arthur L. Walter~1 • Will B. W~de, James A. 
Walsh, Willian1 R. Wtmmer, Charles N. Wlwams Phil C. Pfen~inger. 
J,afavette Perkins, 1\laxw('ll 0. Parry, Walter P. Pfaff, A. L. R1gsbey, 
n. t'. Riggs. R. L. Resener, Ralph M Reard, Alex Taggart,, W. Morto_n 
Herriott, Romney L. Willson, D. P. Williams, John V. W1l.son, Lew1s 
\\' at. on. Ryland B. Wolcott, Edmund Zerner, Frank Bendr1cksont. Dr. 
D:niu Layman. Dr Henry Jameson, Charles W. Warren, and D. Law-
ren ce Cham!Jers. 't' 

I .am uirected to send you following: We earnestly approve pos1 1on 
taken by President in bts message to Germany and oppose ·any measure 
whh:h ma.r tenu to weaken the force o~~di,~m.f!i't~~~GTON, Chairman. 

7\lr. !\IAll'l'rNE of New Jersey. I present a telegram from 
one of my constituents. I have Teceived many of similar pur-
11ort, and 1 respectfully ask that this one may be read. 
Tb~re being no objection, the Secretary read the telegram, as 

follows: 

llou. JA:IIES E. MAnTIXE, 
HOBOKE~, N. J., ApriZ 19, 1!116. 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: . 
Tile propaganda which ha~ been carr1ed .. on w1th t.he R>owed pur

J1o. ·e of inflaming the Amer1can people mth a deshe to enter this 
J•;uropean war has ne,-er been equaled by any pro_Paganda carried. on 
in thts or any other country. The undoubted w1ll or the Amcr1can 
people is that we maintain peace. 

DANIEL P. '.roo:YEY, 
East Orange, N. J. 

~II·. !\tAH'l'INE of New Jersey. I ha\e received from citizens 
of 1uy State, I mn safe in saying, 100, possibly more, of similar 
import. 

1\lr. SHEPP AHD presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
1'exas, prnying for national prohibition, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He nlso presented a telegram in the nature. of a petition 
f•·om sundry citizens of San Antonio, Tex., and petitions of 
sundry citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for prohi
hition in the District of Columbia, which were ordered to lie 
on tJw table. 

He .also presented .memorials of sundry citizens of Hill 
County, Tex., i·emonstrating against the enactment of legisla
tion to limit the freedom of the press, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He nlso presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Grand 
Prairie Tex., remonstrating against the enactment of legis
lation for compulsory Sunday observance in the District of 
Columbia which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He als~ presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Corpus 
Christi, Tex., remonstrating against the proposed creation of 
a juvenile court in the District of Columbia, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He ·also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Oglesby, 
Tex., remonstrating against the adoption of section 11 of the 
o-called cotton-futures bill, which was referred to . the Com

mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New 

:\Iexico, praying for nn investigation into the methods of 
handling public lands, etc., which was referred to the Com
lllittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BHA.DY presented petitions of sundt·y citizens of Idaho, 
pruying for natiounl prohibition, whicJ1 were referred to the 
Uommittee on the Jndi~iary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nez 
1'erce, Idaho, pmying for prohibition in the District of Colum
hin, \\'hich was ordered to lie on the table. 

1\Ti'. LIPPITT. I ha\e a resolution in the form of a memorial 
oE the General As embly of the State of Rhode Island, protest
in .... a•lainst tlw imposition of a Federal inheritance tax, which I 
ask t~ Lln-.;-e printed in the RECORD. 

'.fhere being no objection, the memorial was referred to tl1e 
Cmnmittce on Finance and ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, 
as follow. : 

1 LT. 266, J a uuat·y session, A. D. 1916. Mr. Sumner, of Providence.] 
STATE OF RITODE lSLA:\D AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS. 

He!"olutlou reqncsting the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
fl·om Rhode Island concerning House resolution SIJ2!), providing !or a 
F t>llera I inhCI·itance tax. 

Wber ens there has been introduced in the House of Representatives of 
the Congress of the t:nited States Ho!lse re~;:olution 892~, aut~orizing 
the impo ition of a J!'eucral tax on gifts , legacies, anti mheritances; 

~'~~~eaf: it is held by ample an<l eminent authori ty that t his form of 
taxation !Jelongs properly to the several States and should be re
serveu strictly as a sourr.e of State revenue and not maue a source 
of rcyenue uy the Fec.leral Government ; and 

Whereas tbe taxation of inheritances is already an established part of 
the rcvt"nue syst<'ms of 43 of the United States, a fact which woul•l 
render the position of a Federal inhet·ita.nce tax an unjnst burden 
and result in uouble taxation in an aggraYated and unn-arrantell 
degree: There!o1·e be it 

LIII--417 
I 

Resol-ved That the General Assembly of the State of Rhode Island 
hereby decfares Its firm conviction that the interests of the State and 
of the publie generally would not be conserved by the .vassage of S!J.id 
resolutien, and that the Imposition of a Federal tax on gifts, legaCJes, 
and inheritances would be inimical thereto. · 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Co~gress f1·om 
Rhode Island b~ and they hereby are, r equested to use thetr efforts to 
prevent the pass~ge of sniu House resolution 8929, and the secretary of 
state is hereby instructed to forward a copy of these resolutions to each 
of them forthwith. 

A tru~ copy. 
Attest: 
[SEAL.] J. FuED PARKER, Secretary of State. 
1\lr. S~IOOT. I present a telegram in .the nature of a petition 

and ask that it be printed in the REcoRD. I will not take the 
time to have it read. Let it be printed without the names. 

ThE-re being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

SALT LAKE, UTAH, April 21. 
Senator REED SMOOT, Washi11gton, D. C • .: 

We believe that the American people are absolutely against war with 
Germa11y. Unuer the present cireumstanres and conditions they consider 
such a war the greatest calamity which could befall our country and . 
a crime against our own people an<l against humanity. Millions of 
hearts will be brok<>n and inexpress ible suffering will be the lot of our
selves and our brethren. We firmly believe that thjs is the sentiment 
of the majority of the American Nation, and we trust and hope from 
the bottom of our hearts that you will do all you can to keep us out of 
an unjust war. 

Mr. l\lcLEAN presented a petition of the Literary Club of 
Cheshire, Conn., praying for the creation of a national-park 
service, which \Yas referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of Virginia Dare Council, No. 25, 
Sons and Daughters of Liberty, of Norwich; or Banner Council, 
No. 54, Sons and Daughters of Liberty. of Norwalk; of· Lady 
Fowler Council, No. 58, Sons and Daughters of Liberty, of Mil
ford; of Goddess of Liberty Council, No. 3, Sons and Daughters 
of Liberty. and of Quininpiack Council, No. 61, Sons and Daugh
ters of Liberty, of New Haven; of Betsy Ru s Council, No. 19, 
Sons and Daughters of Liberty, of Bridgeport; and of L:~dy 
Sherman Council, No. 15, Sons and Daughters of Liberty, of 
Shelton, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for the enact
ment of legislation to further restrict immigration, which . were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the 'Voman's Christian Tem
perance Union of Willimantic, Conn., pra~·ing for the prohibition 
of the exportation of intoxicating liquor to Africa, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the .Judiciary. 

1\Ir. BURLEIGH presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Maine, praying for national prohibition, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also ;)resented a memorial of suudry citizens of Portland, 
Me., reruonstrating against the enactment of legislation to limit 
the ·freedom of the press, which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

1\Ir. CHAUBERLAIN presented memorials of sundry citizens 
of Oregon, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
for compulsory Sunday observance in the District of Columbia, 
which 'vere ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oregon, pray
ing for national prohibition, which were refet-red to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Portland, 
Oreg., praying for Federal censorship of motion pictures, which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

1\Ir. LANE presented memorials of sundry citizens of Oregon, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation for compul
sory Sunday obset·vance in the District of Columbia, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Portland, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide a fire
men's relief fund for the District of Columbia, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the Disb.·ict of OJiumbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oregon, 
praying for Fe<Jeral censorship of motion pictures, which were 
referred to the Committee on E•lucation and l .. abor. 

Mr. POINDEXTER presented petitions of ~undry citizen!'; of 
the State of \Vashington, praying for nationa l prohibition, 
which were referred to the Committee on the .J udiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry <:itizens of Colville 
and Granger, in the State of Washington, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation for compulsory Sunday oh.·ervance 
rn the District of Columbia, which were orueretl to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Granger 
an<l Hassan, in the State of \Vashington. remon. t nlting a::minst 
the enacttilent of legislation to limit the freedom of the Pl'e!';s, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pos t OOices and Post 
ROallS. 
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He also _pre ented petitions of ·undry citizens of Rice and 
Cent1·aUa, in the State of 'Vashington, praying for Govern
ment ownership of telephone and telegraph systems, which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Office and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Rice and 
Centralia, Wash., remonstrating against an increase in arma
ment , which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lewis 
County, Wash., remonstrating against the proposed creation of 
a juvenile court in the District of Columbia, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. WEEKS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Massa
chusetts, praying for national p1·ohibition, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a vetition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Bo ton, Mass., praying for the creation of R tariff commission, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finan-ce. 

He also _presented a petition of sundry citizens of Worcester, 
Mass., praying for an increase in the Dental Corps bf the 
Army, which war;; ordered to lie on the table. 

He also pres~nted a petition of. the Board of Trade of North 
Attleboro, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro
vide Federal aid for vocational education, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Haverhill, 
.Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to grant pen
sions to certain widows of veterans of the Civil War, which 
were referre<l to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also pre ·ented petitions of sundl·y citizens of Mas a
chusetts, praying for an increase of armaments, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also pre ented a memorial of sundl·y citizens of Worces
ter, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of legi lation 
for compulsory Sunday ob ervance in the District of Columbia, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Melrose, 
1\fass., praying for the prohibition of- the exportation of intoxi
cating liquor to Afriea, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COLT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rhode 
Island, praying for national prohibition, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange, Patrons of Hus
bandry, of Moosup Valley, R.I., praying for Government owner
ship of telephone and telegraph systems, which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post . Roads. 

He also presented a resolution, in the nature of a memorial, 
from the General Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, re
monstrating against the imposition of a tax on gifts, legacies, 
and inheritances, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PHELAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of San 
Jose, Sacramento, and Los Angeles, all in the State of Cali
fornia, praying for the enactment of legislation to furth-er re
strict immigration, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundl-y citizens of Eurek'1l, 
Sacramento, and Bakersfield, all in the State of California, re
monstrating against the enactment of legislation for compulsory 
Sunday ob~ervance in the District of Columbia, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

RED CROSS SUPPLIES. 

1\lr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I send to the desk a tele
gram which I have received from my State, nod I ask that the 
Secretary may read it. 

The Secretary read the telegram, as follows : 
[Telegram.] 

NEW HAV.EN, CONN., April 20, 191G. 
Bon. FRANK B. B.ANDEGEE, . 

United State8 Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
Red Cro s has just issued circular announcing British Government 

refuses to pass Red Cross supplies for central powers. Would beg that 
:v.ou will ,Protest ln tbe Senate against virtual overthrow of · Geneva 
principles -and will not tacitly allow Red Cross to be used as · aid for 
one sille only. 

YANDELL HENDEllSON. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 1\Ir. President, I am not particularly 
familiar with any order that Great Britain may have made pro
hibiting the supplie; of the Ued Cross "from reaching the central 
po\vcr ·. I think I remember to have seen in one of the news
papers the other day that such action had been taken and it 
\Va claime<l by the Briti h authorities that it was done, if I 
recall the reudin~ correctly, because of fear on their part that 
~·ome of the ·e 110 pital supplies might be used for \\ar purposes. 
It 'tued to me at the time that that was a somewhat forced ex
cu. ·e. I ha<l suppo ed hitherto that supplies to relier-e the suffer
ing of wounded soldiers could be sent into any country by the 

Red Cro s, and I a umed that it wa r cognized JJy all belligel."
ents that the Red Cross was sent upon an errand of mercy. 
I do not know what supplies the Red Cro s is sending in that 
could be used for wnr purposes to any extent. I conceive that 
what cotton or chemicals they use for ho pital purposes would 
not go very far in maintaining attacks about Verdun at least. 
Not knowing any more about it than I do I am not prepared to 
say anything more about it. 

I have presented · the telegram, and it will appear in the 
RECORD, hoping that the attention of the State Department may 
be drawn to .the subject. 

1\fr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have received a number of 
telegrams from \arious people and different organizations re
lating to our present relations with Germany. That is a mat
ter which is in the hands of the executive department of the 
Governm~mt, and the situation is somewhat critical. I have not 
felt it to be wise or prudent to bring those matters before the 
Senate. I think the responsibility rests now with the President, 
and that he should be allowed to conduct negotiations as seems 
right to him. 

I have therefore ndvised my correspondents who have been 
sending these telegrams that I do not think it is a time when 
we should indulge in criticisms; that we had better await 
developments and see what comes of the negotiatons that ure · 
being carried on by the proper department of the Government. 

I say this because similar telegrams have been submitted 
here, and some of the people who have been appealing to me in 
various ways may feel that it is my duty to present the tele
grams I have received. I want my po ition to be understood 
in that respect. I think it is a time when we should be careful 
about what we say, and careful about what we bring before the 
Senate calculated to inflame the public mind. There is agitation 
enough about it now, Mr. President, and I think we ought not 
to contribute to it. When the matter comes before the Senate, 
if it ever does, it should be ready to act upon it freely and 
independently. 

JlEPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BROUSSARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 

was referred the bill ( S. 5672) for the relief of sundry building 
and loan associations, reported it without amendment nnd sub
mitted a report (No. 384) thereon. 

Mr. HARDING, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 4212) for the relief of W. EJ. Thomas sub
mitted an adver e report (No. 380) thereon, which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill ( S. 1293) to reimburse the Farmers' Savings Bank of 
Brandon, Iowa, for currency destroyed by fire, submitted an 
adverse report (No. 379) thereon, which was agreed to, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refened the 
bill (S. 1429) for the relief of Artemus W. PentZ, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 383) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred the 
following bills, reported them each without amendment and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 147) for the relief of John W. Cupp (Rept. No. 
381); and 

A bill ( S. 2543) for the relief of the State of Kentucky (Rept. 
No. 382). 

Mr. :MARTINID of New Jersey, from the Committee on Edu
cation · and Labor, to which was referred the bill (S. 4060) to 
limit the effect of the regulation of interstate commerce be
tween the States in goods, wares, and merchandise wholly or in 
part manufactured, mined, or produced by convict labor or in 
any prison or reformatory, reported it with amendments and 
submitted a report (No. 385) thereon. 

J.IISSOUHI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 9909) 
to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. to 
construct a bridge across the Missouri River, and I submit a 
report (No. 378) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SNAKE lliVER BRIDGE, IDAHO. 

1\lr. SHEPPARD. From tile Committee on Commerce I re
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 11320) 
granting the consent of Congress to the Counties of Twin Falls 
and 1\iinidoka, State of Idaho, to construct a bi'idge across 

·. 
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Snnke River, and. I submit a report (No. 377) thereon. I ask 
1111animous eonsent for its present consideration. 

There lJeing no objection, the bill was considered as in Com
mittee of the Whole. 

'l'JJe blll was re11orted to the Senate without amendment, or
der d to n thinl reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIEUT. ROY C. SUITll. 

~lr. S~llTll of Michigan. From the Committee on Naval Af
fairs I report back fa.Yorably with an amendment in the na
ture of a substitute 'enate resolution 106, authorizing an in
H .' tigntion into the case of Lieut. Roy C. Smith, a.nd I submit a 
report (No. 386) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
11rrsent consideration of the resolution. 

The Senate, by 1manimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment was to sh·ike out all after the -word " Re
sult·cd" a.nd to insert: 

That the Sccrr-tary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, requested to 
reop<'n antl re,·icw the findings of the court of inquiry made in re Lieut. 
Roy e. Smith, forruerly of the Asiatic Fleet, United States Navy, dated 
July 2u, lull, with the object of ascertaining whether these findings 
were based upon facts of established record, and to take and consider 
any additional evillence or facts which may be presented bearing on 
this case, and to render his finilings on the whole record so made. 

The umcnument was ag1·eeLl to. 
'.rhe re. olution as amended ,-...-as agree<! to. 

DIT.LS ~TRODUCED. 

Bills were inh·oduced, rea<l the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (by request): 
A bill ( S. 5704) to accept the cession by the State of Oregon 

of exclusi'\"e jurisdiction over the lan<ls embraced within the 
Crater Lake National Park, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: . 
A bill (S. 5705) granting a pension to Polly Giduens; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By l\lr. POMERENE: 
A bill ( S. 5706} for the purcha e of a. post-office site at 

Bucyrus, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 5707) providing for lea,es of absence for clerks 
anu employees in first and second class post offices; to the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Uoacls. 

By Mr. SIMl\IONS : 
.A. bill ( S. 5708) for the establishment of Winston-Salem, in 

the State of North Carolina, as a port of deli'\"ery under the 
act of June 10, 1880, governing the immediate transportation 
without appraisement of dutiable merchandise; to the Commit
tee on Finance. 

lly Mr. WADS WORTH: 
A bill (S. 5700) for the relief of the owners of the British 

. tcamship Olcarpool; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HARDING: 
A bill ( S. 5710) granting an increase of pension to William 

A. Greene ; and . 
A bill (S. 5711) granting a pension to Margaret Burwell; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HUGHES : 
A bill ( S. 5712) for the relief of Ralph Deremer; to the Com

mittee on l\lilitary Affairs. 
By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 
A bill ( S. 5713) granting an increa e of pension to Louis !lines 

(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By ~lr. TAGGART: 
A bill ( S. 5714) granting an increa e of pen ·ion to Jame S. 

f'i. ·,~on (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen
:-:ions. 

By Mr. CURTIS : 
A bill ( S. 5715) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 

D. McClain (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
l'en ions. 

By Mr. PI'l'Tl\lAN : 
A bill (S. 5716) to e tablish the l\lotmt McKinley National 

Park, in the Territory of Alaska; to the Committee on Ter
ritOI·ie~. 

By Mr. PHELAN: 
A bill (S. 5717) granting a. pension to William Lynch - (with 

accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By l\Ir. ASHURST: 
A bill (S. 5718) to provide for an auxiliary reclamation 

project in connection with the Yuma project, Arizona; to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

STOCK-RAISING HOliESTE.A.DS. 

Mr. ASHURST submitted an amendment intende<l to be Pl'O· 
pose<l by him to the bill (H. R. 407) to provide for stock-raising 
homesteads, and for other purposes, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed. 

RITER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS. 

l\Ir. PO~IERENE submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill 
(H. R. 12Hl3), which was referred to the Committee on Com
merce and ordered to be printed. 

GOOD ROADS. 

1\Ir. LEE of Maryland submitted an amen<lment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. n. 7617) to provide that in 
order to promote agriculture, afford better facilities for rural 
transportation and marketing farm protlucts, anu encourage the 
de\elopment of a general sy tern of improved highways, the 
Secretary of Agriculture,. on behalf of the United States, shall 
in certain cases aid the States in the construction, improvement, 
and maintenance of roads which may be use<l in the transporta
tion of interstate commerce, military supplies, or postal mattet·, 
which was ordere<l to lie on the table and be printed. 

RENTAL OF BUTLDINGS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. l\lr. Presideut, I submi.t a table carefnll)' 
prepared showing the rentals by the Government for public 
buildings in the District of Columbia, ,,-hich I ask to haye 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the table was ordered to be 11rintell 
in the RECORD, as follow-s : 

Rentals for pttblie buildings in the Di-stt·iet of Oolumbia. 
(From Journal of the American Institute of Architects, February. 1916.] 

Real nlue. ~~l 

Agricultural Department, Willard Buildina .....• S270,000 $9,500 
Agricultural Department, 215-217 TweUth SW ..... 19,250 900 
Agricultural Department, 216 Thirteenth·SW ..... 148,000 16,000 
Agricultural Departml'nt 223 Fourteenth SW ..... 180, 000 20,000 
Agricultural Dcpartnumt, 200-202 Fo~.centb SW. 28,000 3,000 
Agricultural Department, 212-214 Thut~enth SW. 13,000 960 
Agricultural Department, 929 Seventh SW ........ 24,400 600 
Agricultural Department, 221 Linwood Place NW. 46,274 5,4.00 
Agricultural Department, 339 Pennsylvania Ave-

45,700 4,800 nuoN\V ........................... .. ........... 
Agricultmal Department, 1316 B SW ............. 19,000 3,000 
Agricultural Department, rear 915 E NW ........ 2,700 300 
Agricultural Department, rear 215 Twel!th SW .... 5,225 600 
Agricultural Department, rear 215 Lin worth 

750 Place SW ...... .. ..................•............ 120 
Agricultural Department, 929 F NW .............. 209,000 1 ,000 
Agricultural Department, 81 Four-and-a-Half SW 5,650 360 
Agricultural Dcpartm2nt, 224 Twelfth SW ........ 26,000 2,500 
Agricultural Department, 220 Thirt~enth SW ..... 26,000 3,000 
Agricultural Department, 215 Thirteenth SW ..... 32,58i} 4,000 
Agricullllf!ll Department, 13- B SW ............. Zi4,000 35,360 
A~}eul~ll!al Depar~~nt, ;304-1306 B SW ........ 24,2.50 2,500 
CivilSCJVIceCommis Jon,1.24FNW .............. 181,000 12,000 
Commerce Department, Pennsyh·ania A venue 

andNineicentb_ W ·······-····-------·-······· 006,000 65,500 
Department of Jm.iice, 1000 Vermont Avenue NW 77,500 6, '100 
Department of Justice, 1435-1439 K NW ........... 140,000 12,400 
Department of Justice, 1013 Fifteenth NW ... __ ... 11.800 1, 800 
Department of Justi~ 6, 8,10 Jackson Place NW .. 91,000 6,000 
Interstate Commerce ommission, 1319 F NW ..... 460,000 39,024 
Interior Department, Eighth and E NW .......... 10 ,750 7,800 
Interior Department, ilO E NW ................... 128,000 12,000 
Labor Department, Pennsylvania A venue and 

Seventeenth NW . ................. __ ..... __ ..... 510,000 20,000 
Navy Department, New York Avenue and 

Eighteenth NW ........... .. .................... 285,000 40.000 
Navy Department, 730 Seventeenth NW .......... $21,000 $1,200 
Post Office Department, First and K NE ... _. _. _. 300,000 32,000 
State Department, 1653 Pennsylvania A venue NW 1'6,400 4,500 
Treasury Department, 450 Nineteenth NW ........ 16,000 1,200 
Treasury Department, New York AYenue near 

Eighteenth .......... ....... ................ .. ... 24,000 2,150 
War Department, 1710 Pennsylvania AYenue NW . 28,800 2,100 
War Department, Eckington Place NE .. . _ . _ ..... 40,500 4,938 
War Department, 1729 New York A venue NW .... 113,000 7,200 
War Department, Seventeenth and F NW ........ 33,000 2,500 

'rota!. ..................................... 4, 721,5381 412,012 

1 Entire building not taken. 

AFF AillS L~ MEXICO. 

Net re
turn to 
owner. 

Per cent. 
1.50 
3.50 
9.00 
9.25 
8, 75 
5.50 
.50 

9. 75 

8.50 
15.00 
9.67 

10.75 

14.00 
(!) 

8.00 
7. 75 
9.50 

10.50 
11.00 
7.50 
4.67 

7. 75 
6. 75 
7. 00 

13.25 
4.67 
6.50 
5.00 
7.50 

3.88 

12.00 
4.00 
8. 75 
3.25 
5.50 

7.00 
5.25 

11.00 
4.50 
5.50 

S.73 

l\Ir. G.A.LLli~GER. 1\fr. President, I have a letter from ex- · 
Senator Blair, of :New Hampshire, dealing with certain public 
questions in a very moderate and candid way. It is brief, an<l I 
ask permission to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. · Is there objection? The Chair 
bears none. The Secretary will read~ 
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The Secretary renll: a r foUow.s : 
CoLoJLU>o · BuiLDI.-'0, 

Wlz.shinaton, D . 0., April. 21, 1916. 
• n : DE.\r._ . · . X.lTOR: Th military force of the United States shoulill 

not lJP. withdru n from ME-xico untiLpeace and order are- fully r :tored' 
nllll firm ly r tabU bed thron hour tbo. whola territory o tila 
HcpuiJlic. 

Political, indu trial; an social couditl.ons were never so bad as 
no\ in that di. tractPCl country. They- have been_ constantlx growing 
wor. for th !a ·t fi yoo 1 and durin~ all that- t:iln& w~ ha-ve tieen 
morally: r noru il>1c for thel'e conditions--to Mexico, to om: own people, 
antl to ·the worl!L This is ttuo whether the obligation. grows ont of the 

lom-oe doctrine, the duty- which a prosperous and powerful neighbor 
owes to it less fortunate neighbor under the general obligations of in
ternational law, or the dictate of the paramount sentiments of human
ity which ar(' the ~trongest of an laws. 

Th 12,000,000 neons and 3,000 000 chivalrous, cultured govern-
illg das es arc om- brethren. God on.iy has made us to differ: We can 
help tliem, and mn · help them, e.-en though they may not ·uesire it andl 
1 1ap for a time-will resent it. 

Otu:. outhern boundary is Panama. With the Cenh·aLA.merican States 
we- ha,~e, and Rhall for ver J2r ·erve relations of amity. 

nut. wHh M xico as he now is we can never reach the Isthmus by 
1 d . until the full right of neaceable intercom·se with the_ Isthmus by: 
our.. military fore i perpetually secured to us. 

With no adequat(' Navy- (as yet), we are confronted by hostile nations 
or probable combination of nations o:f grea-ter ea power than our own 
on hoth the AtJantic aud Pacific coasts-, and unle s we ha:ve ·a navy on• 
ach ocean sufficiently I>OWerfu.l to stand off the navies of. the world. 

on both oceans how are we to defend and hold the canal if we· can not 
march or transport our for_ees through Mexico, safe from the big 
gun· of enemies on either or boih oceans? And how if the canal is 
l•lockaded or clo cd by slides? 

What Mexico might do we~ linow from the- way- she deals with us in 
our effort to c:tptmo the bandit invader-Villa. 

We have watched n.nll waited through the Taft mediation: poliCY] and 
so far under the present administration, enduring murder arrd pillag 
of foreigners, and eRp ially or our owrr citizens, until finally our own 
country was in>aded and our trusty slumbering. soldiers. and civilians: 
were hot down in midnight mm·der and their property and habitations 
looted and. destroyed. 

By every la'l • humftl1 and divine-, i w:ts our plai:u duty to pursue
and capture._ the. l:ian<lit and. his men. li was nnthing. but_ an exce s 
of politeness, approaching the serio comic, to ask the consent of Car
ranza at all;_ and now it is suggested that we get out and go away 
back- home ::utd sit down, leaving everything that has occurred and 
accumulated' in the past un ettled and the future of Mexico and our 
relations with her ten times worse than ever. 

.AJ?RIL 22, 

The bill' (H: ll. 6!irr) to pension the SUl'\iYOr of' certain Indian 
wars from .January 1, 1859, to .January, 1 91, indu i\e, and for 
othei: ·purpo , wa consideredas in Committee of the Whole . 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on r en ions 
with ::nnen<lment . 

The fir t amendment was, in section 1:, page 2, line 10, before 
the word "days," to trike out "ninety" aud in~ert "thirty," 
so as to read : 

That the provisions, limitations, and- benefils of an act entitled "An 
act granting pensions to stu-vivor of the Inillau wars of 1832 to 1 42, 
inclusive, knnwn as the Dlack Hnwk: War, Creek. War. Gheroke di. 
tm·bances; and the Seminole War,' appraved July 27, 1892, as amended 
on February 19, 1913, he, and the same are hereby, extended from the 
date of' the·pa · age of thi act to th~ surviving officer ·and enlisted men 
of the Texas volunteers who· seL"Ved· irr! defense of the frontier of that 
State against. Indian depredation fro.m January 1, . 18u0, to January 1, 
186!, inclusive, and'from the year 186o to the year 1'876, inclusive, and to 
the smviving officers and enlisted men, including militia and volunteer of ' 
the military service of the Unih!d tates, who have r ached the age of 62 
.years, and who served 30 days in the campaign in southern Oregon and 
Idaho and northern parts of California and Ne-vada from 1 Gtr to 1 6 , 
illclnsive. etc. 

The amendment w~. a rr.t:eed to. 
The next amendment was, on. page 3, line 9, before the worus

" Black Hawk Th Uan,' to insert'" campaigns in the," so a to 
read: 

The campaigns in the Black Ilawk Indian '"ar in Utah f.rom 18Go to 
1867, inclusive. 

I · The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on pao-e 3~ line 23, after tlle word 

1" JJemarr1ed,'' to insert the followinl)' proviso: 
Pt'OV"ided tm·ther, That this act shall extend also to- the sm·viving 

officers and enlisted men of the organization known as Tyler's Rangpr ·, 1recru1ted at Black. Hawk, Colo.r in 1864; for services again t the Inuian . 
J The amendment was ag.t:eed to. 

The next amen<linent wasl on..page 4; line 4, before the "ord 
•" days," to strike out "ninety" and insert "thirty," so as to• 
.read: 

Et·ot; idcd tw·the1·, That iLany certain one of the said campaign· uill 
not cover a p eriod of' 30' day , the provisions of this act shall apply to 
those who served during the entlre period of said campaign: 

The amendment was· agreed to. 
The next- amendment was, in section 2, page 4, line 26, after. 

the· words "military service," to insert: 

No; if may prove to be a serious crisis, but we can not leave l.rexico 
now without Villa, nor, in fact, 'vithout a complete and honorable 
settlement of · every-thing involved~ ib the past. with just· indemnities 
ancr safegua:rds for the future_ L have~ no tear- of war: with Germany. 
Lei:' us nro\C to Mexico that. we are her greatest. and best friPnd: 
:eut a common-school depa1·tment into_ the · Army bill and let Eershing 
e taiJlish one everywhere that- he encamps until the war; if we- have ~ Pro~ided, That when there is no record nf service or payment for ame 
one, i ov<>r-. That 'vill do i4 and:. will hasten, the day whenc the - ill- in· tlre· War Dep3!tment O£ Treasury pepartment, the applicant may 
telllgence of the De()plc of all nations will abolish war::-and there is. l establish the service by- satisfactory eVIdence from the muster• rolls on 
no other way to ·do it. People will fighv un~ the majm·ity of. tliem. file in the seV('l'al State . or Terri tori~ archives: And provided (ttt·tltc~·, 
h'Tiow b2tter. God hasten the day when the children of all na.tiollS" are That the want of a certificate of discHarge shall not deprive any appli-
in the common school. •cant of the benefits of this act. 

Truly; yours- HENRY w: Br;A-m. Tile amendment was agreed to: 
PEN&I(n~s AXD IKCIUllSE oF EENSIONS. The next amendment was-to strike out section 3, a follow : 

VICE PRESIDENT l ·d· b f tl S" t th ti t · That ection 471"6 of the Revised Statutes, relating to loyalty during T11e - 1 
• r m e ore 1e \:;na e e ac on. o · ltl10 Civil War; is hereby repealed ! so fa1· as the same ·relates- to thi act 

the House rlisagre ing to the amendments- of the· Senate to the- or to pensioners under this act. 
l>ill (H. R~ 12027) granting pensions and increase of pensions And insert: 
to certain soldier and ailor · of' the Civil War and certain That- the>provi ions of s ctiorr 4716 of the Re.vised Statute shall not 
widow·s and dep<>ndent children of soldler and sailors . of snid apply to applicarrts for pension . under this· act 
war ?-n<l requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis-- . l\fr. OVERMA . .L~. l\lr. President, I should like to Irnow what 
agreemg \Ote of the. two Houses thereun. · · f ti 4716" f th R · s · 

l\Ir . .TOHNSO of 1\faine.- I move that the Senate insist' ar~ the prov1srons o sec on o e eV1sed . tatute :Vluch 
'ts amendments and agree to the- conference asked for by. ' t~s amendme.nt proP.O e shall not apply to applicants for pen-

upon 1 - swn under thrs· act 
tll~ House, the con.f:rees on the part of:: the Senate to be ap- ' Mr. SMOOT. It ~imply means that the·- statuta in ~:efercnce to 
pornted by. the Chan. _ . . . the loyalty of citizens shall not apP.ly. 
~he motwn TI~as a.2Teed ~o, and the ~ce P~esident appo~e~ The VICE PRESIDENT. In the ab ·ence of · objection, the 

ML .ToH-"'SO of. l\rame, l\11. HuGHEs, and 1\.b. SMOoT conferees- ·amendment is agreed to. 
on the part of tile Senate. Mr . .JOHNSON of Maine. In section !, page 2·; line 6, r offer 

PRESIDENTIAL .APPROVALS. the amendment which I send to the· de k. 
A. mes age from the Pre iuent 'Of the United States, by llli·. ' The VIGNPRESIDENT .. The amen~e.nt will be stated. . 

Latta one:-of hi . s cretaries, announced that the President had" •" Th~ .~~~TAR!. In sectwn .1. page ... , lme 6, ,;ITte ~he woi 6 
on the 21st in tant approved and signed the following act : . ye~I," rt- Is, proposed to stnke out the elate 1876 and to 

S. 5229. An act granting the con ent of Congress to the · lhseit 1877. 
county commis ·oners of War~en ~ounty, Pa, to consu;uct a The amendment waso-.agreed. to.. . . . 
bridge aero s the Allegheny Rtver rn. the- borough of Warren, 

1 
l\fr .. ~ITH o~. G~oroia.. l\lr. Pre Ident, before ';e finally a~t 

county of warren in the State of Pennsylvania. on th1 bill, I th~J,_ that those of us-who do not know what 1t 
' covel should be rnformecl a to ho"\v many persons are likely 

PE ~SIONS FOR SURIT\ORS" OF' INDIAN WARS. to be affected by it. -
Tl1e VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning :Mr . .JOHNSON of 1\laine. Mr. Pr:e ident, in 1892, r. think, tlle 

busine the calendar under Rule VIII is in order. first pen ion. tiill·was enacted relative to tbe survivors of Indian_ 
l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. l\fr. President, I. move .tha..t the Senate proceed wars. That bill. applied to· all the surviTor of the Modoc War. 

to the consideration of Order of Business 264, being House bill Later similar provision w·ere extended to the sw:vivors of the 
655, to pension the surnvors of certain Indian wars-we will S"elilinole War, and still later similar provisions were applielT to 
thereby begin with the Order of. Business where we- stoimed survivors of other- Indian- campaigns. In this bill provisions 
wllen tlle calendar was lastr under consideration-and tliat tlie- similar to tho e-which were· enacted irr 1892 in regard to the sur
Senate proceed to the· consideration or unobjected case&, under 1vivors of the l\fodoc War are made to apiJly to the surmors of 
Rule VIIL other Indiun campaigns. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I& there objeetion? The Ohnir It is impo . ible- tu ascertain.. the num])er.- of pensioner · who• 
hears none, and it is so or<lere<L ,would be covered by tbi bi11, but the m1mber of' such surviyors 
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'"ho are now pensioned under acts which have been passed in 
faYor of the suTvivors of Indian campaigns is very small. My; 
recollection is that it embraces only some 700 or 800 pensioners. 
Inquiry at the Bureau of Pensions elicited no information as to 
the number who would be likely to be covered by this proposed 
legislation. It extends to all who took part in any of the cam
pai~ns on the western frontier. 

Mr. OVERlliAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator if there is an enrollment any place to show who these 
men were? • 

M.r. JOHNSON of Maine. I will say to the Senator that they 
are all enrolled ·either in the archives of the department at 
\Vashington or in the archives of the respective States. We 
have made the provisions of the bill apply not only to thnse 
who are shown to have been enrolled by the Government records 
but also to tho e· shown to have been enrolled in the different 
States. 

Mr. OVERMAN. '.rhey must either, then~ have been enrolled 
according- to the records of the Government or of the States? 

l\fr. JOH. rsoN of 1\laine. Yes. 
1\.fr. OVERMAN. And none of the survivors ean draw pen

sions undPr thi., bill if they are not enrolled: in one place or the 
other. Is that the fact? 

Mr. JOHNSON of 1\iaine. The matter of enrollment must be 
shown either by the Federal archives or by the State archives. 

!\1r. Sl\.fiTH of Georgill.. Is the right to secure pensions under 
this bill limited to those who are enrolled? 

Mr. JOHNSON of !\Iaine. I so understand; yes. 
1\Ir. S1\1ITH of Georgia. Is there any limitation as to the 

length of time they must have served? Suppose a man only 
served a week? 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of Maine. The man must have served for 
30 days or during the campaign for which he enlisted. 

1\Ir. THOMAS. Mr. President. may I. make an inquiry of the 
Senator having charge of the bill? 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Maine. Certainly. 
Mr. THOnLt\S. What amount of money from the Treasury 

will this bill require? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. Mr. President, I have already 

stated, in answer to that question--
1\fr. THOMAS. I ju t came into the Chamber a moment ago 

and did not hear the Senator's explanation. 
1\.fr. JOHNSON of Maine. That we are unable to state the 

amount, but the number of pensioners under similar acts to-day 
Lg only abDut 800. The Pension Bureau, however, is unable to 
make any estimate as to the number who would be covered by 
this bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from 
Colorado that as to some of the wars or campaigns mentioned in 
the bill, it is known that there are only two or three survivors 
living to-day. 

Mr. THOMAS. I merely want to ascertain how we are legis
lating, whether we are legislating intelligently or whether we 
are appropriating money without any information, definite or 
otherwise, as to the amount to be required from the Treasury 
to meet this added obligation. In other words, are we proceed
ing with regard to this bill as we seem to be proceeding with 
regard to. other bills appropriating money from the Treasury 
for private purposes? 

1\Ir. VARDAl\.IAN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine 

yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. I yield. 
1\Ir. VARDAl\IAN. I was detained from the Chamber until 

just this moment. I should like to ask the Senator in charge 
of the bill if the men who served during these wars who were 
not enlisted by the General Government but were in the service 
of the States are to partake of this bounty? 

Mr. JOHNSON of !\Iaine. I will say, in answer to the ques
tion of the Senator from Mississippi. that not only those who 
were enrolled as shown by the Federal archives but also those 
who were em·olled as shown by the State archives will receive 
the benefit of this bill. 

1\Ir. V .ARD.UIA.N. ·what will be the amount paid under the 
hill? I regret I have not had an opportunity to examine it. 

MT. JOHNSON of Maine. I find that the committee in the 
House estimated-! do not know that they had any information 
from the department, because we asked for information but 
could not obtain any-that the number of names to· be added 
to the pension roll under this bill would be 5,000, and that the 
expenditure would not exceed a million dollars. 

1\Ir. V ARD..D\1AN. What will be the per capita payment? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. It is impossible to state. 
Mr. VARDAMAN. I mean at what rate will they be paid? 

Will they be paid as other pensioners are paid? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. Twenty dolhtrR n month is the 
amount of pension allowed. 

The VICE PRESIDEN'1'. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and ope-n to amendment. If there 
are no furtlle1· runentlments the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 

The bill was repurted to the Senate as amended. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurrin~ in 

the amendments made: as in Committee of the Whole. 
The amendments were concurred in.. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there are no further amend

ments, · the amendments coneurred . in will be ordered en
grossed--

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Ml~ President, I should like to have 
a little more information about the extension of the benefits 
of this bill to men otheF than those who enlisted in the Federal 
service. The limitation provided seems to be a very indefinite 
one. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I win say to the Senator that 
the bill is safeguarded in. every way, so fa1.· as it is possible 
to safeguard it. It applies to Indian war veterans who served 
in the early days, when Indian uprisin~ occurred and the In
dians went on the war path. I know~ of one case where there 
are only two Ol" three smvivors left o:f the: whole number who 
were engaged in the war. '.rhese men, Mr. President, in order 
to protect the citizens &f the State dm·ing Indian uprisings en
tered the service. The State has a reeord of their service and 
of the organizations in which they served, and no man can get 
a pension under the bill. unless it is shown from the arcl1ives 
either of the War Department or of the State that he rendered 
service. The bill simply grants pensions to a few veterans of 
Indian wars who arE> not pensioned at the present time. The 
veterans of all the other Indian campaigns have been pen
sioned. 

Under this bill a. service of 30 duys is requu·ed. We have 
exactly followed in this bill former pension Ia ws, and I ask 
the Senator, because I know that the bill is just, not to object 
to its consideration. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia.. Mr. President, the bill involves a 
million-dollru: charge upon. tlre Federal Treasury, not mm~ely for 
one year, but to continue for quite a length of time, as long 
as these men live. They are to be granted pensions for 30 
days' service, not a service to. the National Government in all 
cases, but they can be pensioned if their names appear on the 
Jists in the urchives of the State. I do not understand that the 
bill really limits the service required to 30 days. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; the bill says that 30 da.ys' se1·vice must 
have been rendered. 

1\Ir .. JOHNSON of Maine. Mr. President, the bill requires a 
service of 30 days, or a service during tlie campaign. If the 
campaign lasted less than 30 days, that is covered by the bilJ. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Then, it applies to a man who bas 
served 10 days, if that was the length <?f time of the campaign. 

1\I.r. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr~ President, may I interrupt the 
Senator a moment to say that many of these campaigns only 
lasted 30 days? In some of them-in Oregon, for instance, where 
the Indians went through the State with lightning rapidity-the 
men who rendered service against them were enlisted in t11e 
State's service and supplemented the efforts of the Federn.h 
troops, and sometimes acted without the assistance of the 
Federal troops. N{) set of men ever rendered their eountry a 
more patriotic service than these pioneer Indian fighters, and I 
think I can safely say, without disparagement to the Regular 
Army, that in many cases it could not have prevailed but for 
the assistance it received from the Volnnteers. Many of them 
were young men at the time. Most of them were men in middle 
life. 

It was suggested awhile ago that they were simply defend
ing their own homes. Thut is not true. They were called 
from every portion of Oregon to tlle eastern. part of the Stnte, 
where they not only had no personal interests, but ·where they. 
did not even know the people. They simply answered the call 
of the State autltorities for volunteers to go and take care of 
the interests fJf the people there. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator, also, that so far as 
the Black Hawk wm~ was ct>ncerned, Gen. Sherman telegraphed 
and told the State authorities to call out the troops. Tl~e force 
was organized under his orders. They ha<l no United States 
soldiers there to defend them. 

M:r. CURTIS. Mr. President, I shoulcl like to state for the 
benefit of the Senate that this bill only covers two regiments 
who served from the State of Kansas. The Eighteenth Kansas , 
which served from June 13, 1867, to NO:vember 15, 1867, aml ha<l 
full four months' service. The Nineteenth Knnsa were mus-
tered into the United States service October 20, 1868, ::mel serre<1 
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until .\pi·il J~ , 1 6!), nnll h:H1 fult six month. ' Reryice; both 
r<.'gjuJPnt·s S<'t'H'<l on the frontier aou in the suppre siou of In
<lian ho tilities. The reports of the War Department showed 
that they sene<1 in nil kind. of weather, nnu that their su11PlY 
train.· were stnmpedetl, and that they were in a number of 
engagements with the Indians. Sevet·nl Indian chiefs were 
taken prisoners. nn<l the Indian were forced to return to their 
re ·er'lations. '.rhese statement. are based upon the reports 
in the "ym· Department, nn<l not from the State alone, and are 
based upon the r t1orts of the Government officers who were 
in chnr:re of the~ e bvo regiments. I know tllut the shortest 
service \T:lS four months, and the other regiment ser\·ed six 
montlls. 

1\li.·. S~IITH of Georgia. 1\Ir. President, ns I under tand, this 
is not n pension for injury in the line of duty. Thls is a service 
pension. It is in no way limited to men v•·ho receh·ed injuries 
in the line of duty. 

1\lr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that there is not an 
In<linn war pension that is any different than this. It was a 
reward for a ser ice that was rendered for those parts of the 
country that were infe ted with Indial)s. I want to say to 
the Senator that, n far as the Jive· were concerned, there were 
more li"res lost in those Indian wars in proportion to the num
ber that were engaged than there were even in the Civil War. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. If lives were lost, I belieYe in liber
ally pro'liding for their widows. If they were really injured in 
the service, I belie\e in compensating the:u; but because a man 
enlisted aml \;rent out foL· 10 clays, I do not believe in putting 
him permanently on a service roll to be a charge at $12 n month 
on tlte rest of the people of the country for the remainder of 
his life. 

Mr. S:\IOO'l'. I will say to the Senator tllnt the department 
reports that there is only one case where the service was under 
30 days, and, ns I remember, that was 29 days. I will ask th~ 
Senator from Maine if that was not the-case? 

Mr. JOHNSON of 1\Iaine. That is true. The only campnigt~ 
that lasted less than 30 days lasted 29 days. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But they did not have to be out in 
it all tlw time. They may have enlisted in the latter part. 
They may not have gotten really close enough to the Indians to 
be shot at. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I think they did. 
1\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. If it were just ·a million dollars, 

and then were over, I would not object to it; but they come on 
our roll permanently, at an expense of a million dollars a year, 
as Jon~ as they live. I understood from the Senator from l\Inine 
that it hurl been calculated that it would cost a million dollars 
a year. 

1\lr. JOHNSON of Maine. If the Senatot· will pardon me, I 
said that we got no information from the department, which is 
true. but tb.e House estimated that it "·oulll cost n million 
dollars. · 

l\1r. THO~L'\S. 'l'he Senator from Georgia is away behind 
the times if he object to paying a pen ion to a man unless he 
was wounded or became diseased. 'Ve are now remoYing the 
uisabilitics of deserters and putting them upon the pension 
rolls. 

Mr. GALLINGEit. ~Ir. President, I should like to ask the 
chairrnnn of the committee, or any other Senator who has 
information on the subject, if they have reason to believe that 
tbis will be the last bill for Indian-war survivot·s who rendered 
some service to the Government n great many years ago? 

1\Ir .• JOHNSON of 1\faine. 1\Ir. President, in answer to tlle 
inquiry I will sny that it wou1<1 seem that we Jinye covered 
all the Indian campaigns by name in this bill. Of com· e I can 
not gi\·e assurance as to what may be asked in the future. 

Mr. GALLIXGER. I asked the question for the reason that 
I feel quite confident that while I serYed as chail·man of the 
Committee on Pen ions we pas ·ed at least three bills, in each 
case having the n surnnce that that took care of all the re
maining suni'lors of the e Indian cnmpaigns. 

l\Ir. ~)liTH of Georgia. Then I think this bill had better 
go over, nnu Jet us find out whethet· or not tl1is is tl1e lnst. 

1\lr. Cl-L-\..~HH~RLAIX l\lr. President, I hope the Senator 
"·ill not object. 

l\Ir. S)IITH of Ge01·rria. I am very much opposed to pay
ing it. 

"!\fr. S~IOOT. I will guru·antee to the Senator from Georgia. 
thnt it will he tbe last, bccnusc the department has named all 
of the campaigns. 

Mr. GALLINGER I do not ay thi in Ito. tility to the bill. 
I han~ \Oted Yery 1ihernlly for pensions, as e-rerybody knows, 
and I ha\·e wnnte<l to be generous toward the e men, who un
<louhtetll~· ui<l imtlel'il theit· liYcs for 30 days without authority 
of Ia w ; but we ought to stop somewhere. I will make the 

ftirther ob"'enation that I hnYe always hall a su. ptcwn that 
there were some industrious men gathering up these names 
and creating these ro1ls for the pm·pose of getting what we 
sometimes call a "rake-off." As \Ye haye guar<le<.l other bills 
against that class of men, I am going to offer an amendment 
to this bill to the effect that no part of the npp1·oprlntion shall 
be u ed for the payment of commis~ions to pen ion attorneys or 
others. 

::\It-. SMOOT. Tbere is such a provision already. 
l\Ii· . .JOH.~SON of Maine. If the Senator will paruon me, 

there is already such a proYision in the bill. It appears on 
page 4: 

That all contracts heretofore made between the beneficiaries unucr 
this act and pension attorneys antl claim ugents are hereby uec1arcd 
null and vold. 

Mr. GALLINGER Very well; that covers the matter. 
The VICE PRESIDE:N'l.,. Is there objection? 
:Mr. SMITH of Georgia. ~It·. Pre ident, I think we ought to 

know what names are on the. c rolls from the State, and know 
what we arc voting, before we vote for it. I do want to know 
these things before the bill is acted upon; and as I haYe the 
powel' now to stop it for the pre. ent, I stop it by objecting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
DlllECTORS Ol! KATION~L BANKS. 

The bill (S. 4256) to amenu section ()146 of the Revised Stat~ 
utes of the United States, so ns to permit national banks locatetl 
near the boundary line of adjoining States, subject to the dis
cretion of the Comptl'oller of the Currency, to select only a. ma· 
jority, instead of three-fourths, of their directors from residents 
of the State in which they are respectiw1y locntc«.J, was consid
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill has been reported from the Committee on Banking 
and Currency with amendment , on pngc 2, line 12, after the 
word "within," to .' trike out "ten" and iu ·ert "fifty"; in line 
16, after the worll "uire ·tor," to strike out "unless the cavitnl 
of the bank shall not exceeu $25,000, in whicll case llC must own 
in his own right at least fin~ shares of such capital stock"; 
and in line 19, after the worus "ownet· of," to strike out "the 
required number of" and insert "ten," so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be 1t cnactecl, etc., '.rhat &ectlon 5146 of the Revi ed Statutes of the 
United States be amemled and reenacted so as to read as follows: 

•• SEc. 5146. Ev~ry <lirector must,_ during his whole term of service, 
be a citizen of the United ~:Hates and at least three-fourths of thr! 
directors must have resit.lcd in the State, Territory, or District in wbicll 
the a sociation is located fer at lea t one year imme<liately preceding 
thcil· election and must be residents therein during their continuance 
in otlicc: Providecl, That whenever an association is located in a place 
within 5 miles of the boundary line of an adjoining State, the Comp
troller of the Currency may, in his di. cretion, authorize such associa
tion to select, if it desires so to do, instead of three-fourths, only a. 
majority of its director· from the ~tate in which it is located: Pro
dded further, That a.t lc-a . . t one-fourth of the other dii·ectors are resi
dents of the satd adjoining State and reside within GO miles of the 
corporate limits of the city, town, or village in which the said bank 
is located. E\·ery- director mu t own in his own right at least 10 shares 
of the capital stock of the association of which he is a. dlrcctol'. Any 
director who ceases to be the owner of 10 . ·hares of the stock, or wlio 
becomes in any other manner dl ·qualified, shall thc-rcby yaratc his 
place." 

The amendment were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment were concurred in. 
1\Ir. SUTIIERLAND. l\Ir. President, I uo not know whether 

or not the Senato'r who reported the bill is present; but I sug
gest thnt, in line 20, page 2, the words "nt least" should be in
serted, so that it will rend "any director wl10 ceases to be the 
owner of at least 10 shareJ' of the stock." I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDEN'I. 'l'he question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Utah. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engros. ed for a third reading, react 

the third time, and passed. 
SINKING FUND FOR REDUCTION OF NATIO:\.:\L DEBT. 

The bill (S. 55) to authorize the Secretary of the 'Ireasnry to 
u .. e at his discretion surplus moneys in the Treasury in the pur~ 
chase or re<lemption of the outstanding interest-bearing obliga
tions of the United · State. was con. idered a in Committee of 
the Whole. It propo. es to repeal all provision: of e:s:i ting law 
requiring the establi hment and maintenance of a :inking fund 
for the reduction of the debt of the United State , null in lieu 
thereof authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to use at hi.· 
discretion the surplus moneys in the Trensury, from time to time, 
or such portion thereof a· he may deem proper, in the pnrclmse 
or redemption of the ont tnnding intere t-benring obligations 
of the United States, and proYiues that the obligations so pur
chased or redeemed shall be canceled antl retired and their re
spective amounts shall be deducted from the out. tamling prin
cipal of the pub! ic debt. 

' 
'· 



I 

I 

1916 . . . CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 6631 
1\lr. THOl\IAS. :Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator 

from Utah whether there are any surplus funds in the Treasury 
that are not yet apprl)priated? 

l\1r. Sl\100T. No, Mr. President; the object of the bill is to· 
repeal a law that has been violated from the day it was enacted. 
I suppose the Senator knows what the law is that we are 
undertaking to repeal. It requires that 1 per cent of all the 
revenueo collected in our customhouses should be et aside as 
a fund to :cedeem the indebtedness of the United States. I will 
say to the Senator, however, that there has been a great deal 
more than 1 per cent of the national debt paid since that time, 
but it never has been done in conformity with the law ; and the 
department wants this law repealed so that it will not hereafter 
be violatetl for 365 days in the year. 

~Ir. THOMAS. From what the Senator says I think we ought 
to pa ·--the bill. His explanation is plausible. 

:R!r. HEPPARD. l\1r. President, I will ask the Senator from 
Utah if thi applies to the sinking fund? 

Mr. SMOOT. The law that we are undertaking to, repeal 
provided a inking fund, requiring 1 per cent of the customs 
receipts to Be set aside as a sinking fund to pay the debt of the 
Onited States; but from the. day it was passed it has never 
been lived up to. In other words, they paid no attention to 
the 1 per cent or the 2 per cent, and whenever they have had 
the money to do so they have paid the obligations of the Govern
ment. The department therefore believes the law ought to be 
repealed.. · 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator 
from Utnll if there is- any reason for repealing the existing law 
e..""\:cept that it has bee-n violated'! 

l\lr. S:\IOOT. There is no necessity for it to-day. The law 
was pus ea at a time when the Government of the United 
&tntes ha<l very little credit, and the people who loaned money 
to the United States insiste<i that there be a sinking fund estab
lisneu, anti the law was passed _with that in view. As I say to 
the Senator, there is no real necessity for it now. The Gov
ernment pay no attention to it. If they have the money, they 
pay the obligations of the United States; and there is no neces
sity, m: fnr as the credit of the Government is concerned, for 
havinf(it remain on the statute books. Not only has the present 
Secretary of the Treas ury asked that it be repealed, but former 
Secretnries of the Treasury have asked to have it repealed. 

1\:Ir. 'VEEKS. Mr. Pre. ident, I have no doubt that that recom-
mendation has been made ; in fact, I know it has been made; 
but r think the law is a good orie, and one that should be car
ried out by the Secretaries of the Treasury. No indebtedness 
should be issued by the Government, or by a municipality, pay
ment of which is not provided for when the indebtedness is 
issued. 

I not only think this law ought to remain on the statute 
books, but I think it ought to be enfo:rced. Otherwise, we may 
from time to time go on incurring indebtednes and making no 
provision for its payment, and pile up in the end an indebted
ne s which might be embarrassing to the Government. 

Indebtedness is always incurred for a specific pm·pose. As 
time goes on, instead of continuing it it should be paid off in some 
way, and there is no better way known than by establishing a 
sinking fund or issuing serial bonds. 

Mr. "\VARREN. That old indebtedness has all been paid. 
Tlle indebtedness of to-day is paid in the regular way, and the 
pm·pose for which this. fund was created no longer exists. In 
following out this now we would have to appropriate, say, 
$60,000,000 a year, and it would, if the law were strictly con
strued, lie in the Treasury unusued, because it does not specifi
cally pay any particular bonds, while the repeal of this la·.7 
would leave funds so that they could be used in any · proper 
manner. 

l\lr. Sl\IOOT. And they always have been used by the depart
ment. 

Mr. WEEKS. Let me ask the Senator from Wyoming a ques
tion. W0ulcl he be in favor of the passage of a bill which 
would apply to the present national indebtedness and would 
pay ¢l a certain percentagp of it every year? 

Mr. W ARH.EN. Not unless it became due or unless the action 
of Congress required it. 

l\fr. WEEKS. Oh. well, there are something like three hun
dred millions of our indebtedness that can be called at any time~ 
bearin~ 3 per cent interest. 

1\lr. WARREN. If we have a sw·plus that is unused, it can be 
paid from that. · Does the Senator mean that we should imme
diately levy a tax to pay a debt that is not yet due and at a 
time following the low-tariff legislation of the Democratic Party 
and now in the_ face of greatly increased military expenditures? 

Mr. WEEKS. I think that should be done. I thlnk every 
year some part of our income should be set aside to pay om· 

deot'3. I do not think there is any other course thnt conforms 
to good finance. 

Mr. SllOOT. If that were necessary to give the United 
States credit in order to borrow money at a low rate of interest, 
I would be in favor of it, but the position of the United States 
to-day and for the last 40 years has been such that no such 
necessity exists in order that she may borrow money at the 
lowest possible rate of interest. Therefore, Mr. President, I 
think myself that the existing law is useless. It does no good. 
It does not stTengtben the credit of the United States, and if it 
were lived up to it would work a deb·iment to the United States. 

Mr. WARREN. It would result in having a lot of idle money. 
Mr. SMOOT. Because there would be piled up in the Treas

ury of the United States every day a lot of money as the cus
toms dues are collected. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, there could be piled up in the 
Treasury money that could be used to retire the 3 per cent bonds 
which are outstanding. I object to the consideration of the bill 
at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
H . P. BALDWIN AND OTHERS. 

l\1r. GRONNA. Mr. President, the other day when we "·ere 
considering the calendar I made some objection to House bill 
6241, Order of Business No. 145, and entered a motion to reeon
sider the vote by which the bill was paRsed. I " ·ish to state that 
I have no objection to the enactment of this legislation. I wanted 
to insert a provision giving Congress- at any time the power to 
repeal tlte act; but upon examination of the law, I find that the 
following provision is in the original act, which, with the per
mission of the Chair, I will read: 

.'Ec. 11. That Conf1·ess, or the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
~i~h ~£ approval o Congress, may at any time alter, amend, or r~:peal 

I therefore ask to withdraw my motion. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 

withdraws his motion to reconsider, and tbe bill stands passed. 
DUTY ON SUGAR. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is so near the hour of 1 o'clock 
that uncler the unanimous-consent agreement the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the motion entered by the Sen
atOl· from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONsj that the Senate recede 
from its· amendment to the bill (H. R. 11471) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to reduce tariff duties and to provide r eTenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes," approved October 
3,1913. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I simply rose to ask that 
under the unanimous-consent agreement the order of the Senate · 
may be proceeded with. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President, I am opposed to the 
motion of the Senator from North Carolina that the Senate 
shall recede from its amendment to the House bill, and because 
I am so opposed anu expect to vote against it I feel it incumbent 
upon me to undertake to give to the Senate and to the country 
some of the reasons which impel me to adopt that course. 

Mr. President, when the Underwood-Simmons tariff bill was 
passed three years ago it contained among its lll'ovisions a 
provision reducing the duty on sugar 25 per cent, and provid
ing that at the expiration of three years- from May 1 following 
its passage, or from May 1, 1916~ sugar should be admitted to 

· the United States free of duty. 
Previous to that time in the so-called schedule bills of the 

preceding Congress the House of Representatives by. an over
whelming majority, by a vote in which many Republicans had 
joined with practically every Democrat, had placed sugar on 
the free list. That bill came to this body, then in the control 
of the Republican Party, and here, of course, it died an un
timely death. 

So when the Underwood-Simmons bill undertook to provide 
for the admission of sugar free of duty, _with the single exception 
of the proviso for delay, it followed not only the lead of the 
Democratic House of the previous Congress but al o, as I pro
pose to show, it followed express and explicit Democratic. 

1
pledges. · 

To the delay of three years carried in that bill I was opposed. 
It did not rest, according to my opinion then and according to 
my judgment now, on sound grounds. If we had promised such 
relief to the consuming masses of this Republic., if we had 
promised to leave untaxed this great necessity of life, then there 
was absolutely no good and valid reason suggested or m·ge<l at 
the time for a three years' postponement of the· redemption of 
the pledge. · 

It was not insisted then that necessity for governmental reve.: 
nue afforded such reason. The d~luy did not rest then on any
such basis. It rested, according to tl1e statements and ~rgu-_ 
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ments of its proponent , upon a different proposition, namely, 
that certain intere t · in this counh·y, some in the South and 
some in t11e West, that had long enjoyeu the benefits of this pro
tecth·e (!uty, should have n reasonable time to prepare them
selYes .to uo· without it, a. reasonable time to adjust their private 
affair to the policy that the GoYernrpent of the United States 
'Tas unwilling to continue a tax ·upon this food necessity. . 

The three years Ilave come and gone. Late in the summer or 
early in the ·fall the present Secretary of the Trea~mry an
nounceu, <li posing of the subject in a phrase almost, that the 
goYernmental neces ity in the way of revenue required that the 
tax on sugar should be retained, undertaking to set up his will, 
his opinion, and his judgment against the express and explicit 
pledges of a great party. That he should be permitteu to carry. 
out such a policy not only surprl ·es me but shocks me. That he 
should be allowed to o lightly set aside the pledge and plighted 
word of the Democratic Party is beyond my comprehension . 
. When the Hou e bill, framed in accordance with Ilis recom

mendntions, reached tllis bo(!y it seemed that the very best thing 
that could be done by Senators who were opposed to such a 
surrender was to put another time limitation on it. So the 
Senate amended this bill so as to provide that there should be 
another postponement of four years of time before sugar should 
be admitted free of duty. It was not a pleasant thing for some of 
u. who had labored long and hard in this country for free sugar 
to consent to this furt11er delay. There \\ere reasons why '\\e 
did not regard it as necessm·y. Tilere '\\ei·e other sources from 
which tbe needed revenue could be obtained for the Goyernment, 
:mu· there was nnother way in '\\hich a double. amount of revenue 
could be obtnined from this 'Very article with no ndditional bur
den on consumption. We tllought that one or the other of those 
two plans ought to be followed, but .Democratic Senators gen
erally. feeling that nothing better than the Senate amendment 
conld be secured out of this Congress, proposed the amendment 
from 'Yhich the Senator from North Carolina now proposes to 
receue. 

What has hapl)ened? The Senator from North Carolina nnd 
his conferees antl the Senate met exactly the expected opposi
tion, faced exactly the situation we all understood when '\\e 
agreed to the Senate amendment, and '\\ere exactly in the po
sition that they knew they were to start on. Yet, without firing 
a sllot, without a battle for the Senate position, deliberately
of course, I am not per onally criticizing; I presume it was their 
right-but deliberately surrendered the position that the Senate 
bad taken only a few days before. 'Vhy did we take that posi
tion if we were so ready to quit it? Why did we assert such a 
proposition if we were so eager to abandon it? 

l\lr. President, I read from the San Francisco Chronicle of 
~arch 17, 1916, an editorial headed "A unanimous Congress": 

The repeal of the free-sugar ciause in the underwood-Simmons Tariff 
Act IS now on lts ·smootll and joyful course through Congress, with the 
approval of practically the entire membership. 
· 'l'wo or three mid<lle of the roaders raised feeble voices of protest in 

the House, which, however, were drowned in the general acclaim. Con
gressman BAILEY, of Pennsylvania, said to especially represent the views 
of Willlam Jenning Bryan, lamented that while it was true that the 
money from the sugar duty was sadly needed it would not have oeen 
needed at all if the Democrats had reduced the national expenses to the 
size of the national income. 

And that is, of course, true, and, in Yiew of the lurid denunciation 
of Government extravagance which appeared in the Bryan-written plat
form on which President Wilson was elected, perhaps Congl'essman 
BAtLEY had rea~on to jab his brother Democrats. 

A Colorado Congressman-probably not from a beet-growing district-

By the way, the pnper was wrong about this, for, be it said 
to the enternal credit of this Congres man, his was one of the 
largest beet-growing districts in the West and the second largest 
in his own great State-
declared that it was an outrage to levy a ta.x which woulll be didlled 
evenly "between the Government and the Sugar Trust." 

The poor Sugar Trust docs not seem to have any friends. If there is 
one thing which the Sugar Trust has fought and is still fighttng, tooth 
and nail, it if> a duty of any kind on sugar. 

By the way, l\lr. President, I pause llere just a moment to 
say t11at at the proper time I shall demonstrate the utter igno
rance or willful falsity of the man who made that statement. 

1\lr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
l\1r. HARDWICK. If the Senator will pardon me, I have 

certain ground that I want to CO\er nnd then I will yield·to him. 
l\lr. GALLINGER All right. 
l\fr. HARDWICK (reading)-
In the bad old day it contributed oodles of money to the Democratic 

campaign funds in the forlorn hope of getting sugar on the f1·ee list. 
Another willful misrepresentation. As a matter of fact, the 

Sugar Trust <.li<l contribute mone.r to the Republican Party in 
at lenst one campaign, and also attempted to contribute to the 
Democratic Party, but 11ntl its contrilmtion to the Democratic 
Party returned unaccepted, as the sworn evidence before a 

special committee of the House of Representatiws clemvn
strated. 

1\lr. S::UOOT. They contribute(} to tile last campaign. 
· l\Ir. HARDWICK. . The American Sugar Refining Co.? 
. l\Ir. SMOOT. Not the American Sugar Refining Co., but Mr. 

Spreckels and his nssociates. 
1\lr. HARDWICK. I haye let the Senator interrupt me. That 

is one of the fallacies that his speech proposes to disclose. The 
Sugar Trust is the American Sugar Refining Co. Mr. Spreckels 
is one of the independent refiners, and be has always fought 
the Sugar Trust and bas always contended for free sugar. 
Somehow. or other I am neYer suspicious of an alleged so-called 
or mi cnlled trust that does not want the Government to let it put 
its hands in the pockets of the people by levying a tax. I am 
not suspicious of a man who asks no goYernmental favors and 
needs no tax to support his industry or run his business. He 
certainly is not asking any special fayor at the bands of Con
gress. 

l\1r. Sl\IOOT. His repre entati\es, however, have asked for 
half a cent a pound duty on sugar, I will say to the Senator. 

l\Ir. HARDWICK. I beg the Senator's pardon. This is one 
subject I am ab~olutely familiar 1)itb, and I must correct the 
Senator. when be is in error. On t11e contrary, l\Ir. Spreckels 
himself always contcnded .for free sugar. 

Mr. SMOOT. So that the record may-_-
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AsHURST in tile chair). 

Does the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from Utah? 
1\Ir. HARDWICK. I yield. 
l\lr. SMOOT. So that the record may appear as it has been 

presented to the Senate, I want to say that Mr. Lowry, the 
representative of Mr. Spreckels, has time and again appeared 
before the Finance Committee in bearings and asked that a duty 
of half a -cent a pound be put upon sugar. I do not want to take 
the time now, but-- _ 
· Mr. HARDWICK. I would rather ~·Ield after I get through, 

hut if the Senator insi ts I will yield as I go along. 
l\lr. Sl\IOOT. I will not take the time because it would take 

too long, but I will state that it is well understood why they 
want one-half cent per pound duty. 

l\lr. HARDWICK. l\1r. Pre ·ident, the Senator from Utah is 
usually accurate in any statement be makes to the Senate. The 
Senator is partially incorrect in the statement be now makes. 
It i · true that on at least one occasion the gentleman to whom 
be refers did say that his personal opinion was that half a cent 
a pound duty on sugar would be better, but be has never ad· 
Yocnted it, he has never urged it, aml eYery time I have heard 
the subject discu · ·ed before any committee of Congress before 
whom he testified he has insisted on letting Congress or the 
committee know tllat that was his individual opinion and did not 
reflect the sentiment of the concern by whom he was employed. 
Mr. Spreckels, as the Senator from Utnh knows, bas long stood 
out as the most conspicuous advocate of free sugar on the 
American continent. In other words, he asks no bounty at the 
Ilands of the American Government, he asks no tax with which 
to nm his b-u ·ine s or to make his profit. Yet these gentlemen 
speak of him as t11e Sugar Trust. The Sugar Trust, as I shall 
demon trate to the Senator from Utah later, has alway~ de· 
manded a duty on sugar and stands to-day, if my advice is cor· 
rect for a duty on sugar. So the Senator need not console l1im· 
self with the pleasing reflection that if he favors the House bill 
without amendment he is parting company with the Sugar 
Trust. He is with them still. 

This article from the San Francisco paper continues: 
Now that a·c last its fondest hopes seemed to have been realized it is 

cruel that a brother Democrat should accuse it of being a beneficiary or 
their bla.sting. The Congressman from <.:olorado, however·, "as in error. 
The GO\ernment will get the entire duty on sugar, and will not divide 
with anybody. 
_ The Sugar Trust fi ghts all dutie on sugar solely from an unholy de

sire to put an end to the beet-sugat· industry once fot· all. If beet sugar 
continues-

Just Ilere let me pause to say that that statement is made out 
of the profound depths of nn ignorance that is amusing. I 
should not haYe read the editorial at all if it had not bad some· 
thing later in it to which I wish to refer. The Sugar Trust owns 
a large per cent of the stocks of the western beet-sugar com· 
panies, not as large as tiley once did, I admit, yet a yery mate
dal percentage of the storks of most of tho e companies when 
the totals are footed up. So the paper makes the absurd 
mistake of saying the, 'ugnr Tru ·t, the American Sugar Refining 
Co., "'YnnU; to <1e troy t he teet- ·ugar indu try, of which it is the 
principal stock owner. 

If beet suga r-
The nrticle cout inues-

is to be encourag d as 1t ha ueeu llDll t' r llepui.Jlican administration 
the Sugar 'l'ru t magnatPs w~·ll ~now tbat internal competition wHl 
within n few y~>ars 1nake their own uu sines:> extremely precarious. 
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· I inYite the attention of the Senator from Utah to that state

ment. As a mnttet· of fact, in 1830 we produced twice as much 
of the consumption of sugar in this country in continental 
United Stntes as "·e produce to-day. · With all your forcing of 
t11e l>cet industry you neither lowerecl the price, compared to 
other countries atHl conditions in other parts of the world, nor 
ban~ you incrensC'tl tlie volume of the procluct i·elative to the 
con~mnption of the cpuntry. The Yery reyerse is .:rue. The 
ru·tiele continue.· : 

Upon tlw wholt' howevt'r, otu• Democratic friends in Con:Fess are t.o 
be eommended for tlle- cheerfulness and even gusto with wnich nearly 
qll of them tackle thcit· <Jish of crow. We all know they do not hanker 
for it. ludced, they hate the ,·cry sight of it. They cat it simply be· 
cause t hry mn ·t t'a t it or starvP. · 

AIH; when we sec them almost as one man step l.Jl'iskly and smilingly 
to the eounter antl jau their forks into the detested uird, one hardl_v 
know:.; whctller be should express tearful sympathy for suffering mar
t.fl's o1· nproariou£ allmil'ation fot· (}pad game sports. 

Anyhow, tbe bc-ct -sngar industry is to go on. 

l\Ir. Presiucnt, without lmr<lening this bo<ly with a purely 
tlH:'OI't'tical cli.scus ·ion of tariff principles, there are one or two 
fulHlnuientul and ancient DemocratiC' tariff principles which I 
thiuk ou:;ht to he calle<l to the attention of this bo<ly and to 
the nttention or the country, not that I have any hope that it 
can How <:hnngl: the ·ituation here or can alter the immediate 
result, l>nt in the hope that it may bring Democrats e\erywhere 
bad~ once more to the solid groun<l of the fundamentals upon 
whit"!! 01ei1· faith on tllls question rests, because for one I do 
not bt'lieYe, for one I <1o not concede, that tlle Democratic Party 
is nf1·;ticl of its po·ition on the tariff question and finds it neces
snr.'- to aYoid issue with the Republicans on that question 
in on!er to will thi::; ot· any other election. If there is one <1is
tim·t- in~ i:suc on which the parties are at Yariance, it is the 
tari fl', and if there are funda..wental principles that are utterly 
and irreconcilably at \ariance between the parties on any one 
question it is on this tariff question. The issue can neither be 
do<l;;PJ nor soft-pedaletl, and \Thy any Democrat should wish to 
do £'Hher is more than I can un<lerstan<l. The Democratic tariff 
position is right, and if we aban<lon it we will conrt n certain 
defeH t. and, what is more, will deser\e it. 

Aud yet to-day, l\lr. President, sometimes in this uouy and 
soml'times elsewhere, we hear echoed such sentiments as· this: 
'~ 011 , while we m·e 1e\ying a tai.·iff for reve1.me, of course we 
hnYe ;:;ot to take care of the in<lustries and business of the conn
try "~not acC'identnl protection, hardly incidental protection. but 
protl!c:tion ou purpose, protection meted out not for goYernmenta.l 
puqmses anti not for re\enue purposes, but for selfish purposes. 

All, geutlemeu, I be. ·eech my colleagues on this side, yield to 
no such heresy. Do you think the consumer at l10ine '''ill care · 
whnt reason you gh·e \Vhen you vote for these protective duties? 
What does the 1nan at home who has to build a. house care 
if I st:~ml on this sloe of tlle Chamber and vote, for instance, 
for a ~-\2 duty on lumber, and say, "I do it for revenue pur
poses," and ti Hepublicau stands ou the other side of the 
OJwmher nn<l Yotes for the same identical amount of clutv ·and 
says ht> tloes it for protection purposes? 'l'he man wl10 l;as to 
pny the bill will C'are precious little for t11e reasoils thnt ani
mate you or me or for t11e motives that control your vote or mine. 
It is r<'snlt8 he is 1ooking for. 

So I ::my, for one, a1though I should st::tml absolutely alone, I 
repHtlia te any such cloctrine as this in<:identa.l and accidental 
prot<•ctiun thut we hear nowadays once in a while proclaimed 
f~·on1 Jtigh source:. It is not the ancient faith of my party; it is 
not it~ funuumenta l doctrine. - · 

l\11'. l're~iuent, the first time after the Civil \Var that the fires 
of sectioual hute antl of sectional 11rejoclice ·were low enough 
t!J lll'.nllit a real volitiC'al battle in this country, on tlle first 
ucca~1on when \\'<:! g-ot far enough away from reconstruction 
nwl its hol'l'ors a1111 its prejuuices to have a real political battle 
iu fiJi~ country, we uominatetl a gr-eat Democrat, whom e\ery 
Dewoc·ntt in this country belie\es we elected President in 
J87G--~aumel J. 'l'ihlen. Let me read you, my party associates 
r,n tltb floor, ju~t one sbort ~entence from the ringing declara
tion of' priucivle. · llllon which we made that great fight for thnt 
grE>:tt Democrat. I read fmm tbe Democratic national plat
form of thnt year :ts follows: · 

We dl'nounce tbe p1·es~nt tariff, levied upon nearly 4 000 articles 
as a !-lHI>i~erpi ece of injustice, _inequality, and false pretense. It yields 
a cwmdlmg, not a yc::.rly rismg re"l'enue. It has impoverished many 
indnsiJ'ics lo .·ull.'idi;r.e a.. few. It prohibits imports thnt might purchase 
the products of Arm•rJcan labor. 1t bas degraded American com
mert·c from the fit·st to an inferior rank on the high seas. It bns cut 
down tbe ales of Am~rican manufactures nt !lome and abt·oad and 
depleiNI tbc retut·ns of American agrlcalture-an industry foliowed 
by tnlf our people. 1t costs the people five times more Hum it pro- . 
duc~s to the ~rreastn·y. obstructs the processes of production, and 
":astrs ~ne fru1ts <,>f. lahot·. It promotes frand, fosters smn~gling. cn
l'H'bl•s d1shon r>st offiuals. and banltntpts honest mNchants. 'Ve demand· 
tllut all customl'ousc taxation shall be only fot· revenue. 

There is no incidentnl protection or accidental protection 
there. 

Again in 1892. "·hen t11e first Democrat tlw.t we had electe<l 
since the Cinl \Vnr hnd been · clefented after serving one term, 
we renomimtteu thnt great ·Democrat . for Presideut-Gt·o\et· 
Clevelanu. We mnde a distinctive tariff tight. I want to read 
you from the declarntion of principles upon which we then 
went to the American people. 

SEC. 3. 'Ve denounce Uepubllcan proteclion as a fraud-a robl>ery of 
the great majority of the American people for the benefit of the f<'-\\'. 
We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Demoe1·atic Partv 
that the Federal Government has no constitutional power to impose anll 
collect tarlff duties except for the purposes · of revenue only, and 'ivc tle. 
manrl that the collection of euch taxes shall be limited to tl1e necessities 
of the Governm_ent when honestly and economi.cally administered. 

There is no inci<lental or accidental protection there. Ah, 
gentlemen, I cau go to an eyen ·Inter period. I can refer you 
to the platform of 1912, upon which we \Von the last election. 
You will find snbstantial1y repeated-I will not stop to reno it 
now-the same declaration of principles that we made when 
we elected Tilden in 1876; that we made when we first elected 
Cleveland in 1884, and again made when we reelected him in 
1892. 

Not only that, but there is another latter-Llay heresy tllnt I 
wi~h to combat as far as my feeble powers will permit. Gen
tlemen are saying in_ both Houses of Congress and out..,i<le of 
Congress-and especially outsiUe of Congress-and especially 
those "·bo think they will profit thereby, that tlley belie\e in 
some protection on eyerytlting; that they could write the ft·ee 
list for \Yhich they are willing_ to Yote on their thumb nnils. 
·And that is said to be sound Democratic uoctrine. If it i:::, I 
shall ha,·e to unlenrn on this question all tlw .Democracy I was 
ever taught, for I 'ivas taught that one of the funuamentnl 
Democratic principles \Yas .that a tariff sboulcl be levied in this 
way: Fir ·t, either no tax at all, or the very lightest p0sc:;ible 
tax upon tlle food necessities and upon all the necessities of 
life generally; second, a moderate tax, and a moderate tax only, 
upon the comforts of life ; and, third, the highest tax con~istE>nt 
with reveuue purposes upon the luxuries of life . . I think I ran 
demonstrate, l\It·. Pre itlent, to the Senate and to the country 
that tllnt is not only my inclivi<Jual view, but that it is nnC'ient 
and fundamental and accurate Dcmo~ra.tic faith. I am not going 
back any furthet· than recent platforms to show antbor!ty for 
that proposition. Here is what we advocated in 188-!, "·hen "~e 
electe<l Grover CleYelaml: 
. !5uflicient revenue to pay all the expenses of the Fedeml Go•ernment, 

e-conomically administered, including pensions, i uterest and prineipal 
of the public debt, can be got under our present system of taxation 
ft•om the customhouse taxes on fewer imported at·ticles, L>earing l1ea\'iest 
on articles of luxury and bearing lightest on articles of necessity. 

In the Democratic Campaign Book, prepared for the campaign 
of 1!>12, which was sent out through this country, especially to 
Democratic speakers anti Democratic newspnpers, in r efel'l'ing
to the record of the preceding House of Heprcsentnti \'es, a 
ll)ajority of which was Democratic, we said: 
It-

Referring to the House of llepresentati\es-
ha.s made an excellent rceoru in revising the tariff uownwanl to a 
revenue basis. having pasRetl measures thus affecting tbe schedules of 
most vital moment to the people, namely, wool. cotton, metal. chemical, 
and bas placed sugar anu other necessary food produets on free llst. 

It was on that declaration of principles tllat we askf'<l tile 
American people to support us in t11e last election. 

1\Ir. President, in 1!>14 there was another general lleclnrntion 
on this subject in the campaign book we then sent ont to the 
Americ~m Yoters. \Ve said by wny of encomium upon ourseln•s: 
It-

The Democratic tat·iff law-
retlnces the duties formerly paid ou sugar and abolishes the duty entirely 
in 1016. · 

That was when we were asking to have this very Congt"ess 
elected. \Ve said aga_•n: 

It ~bolisbes all duties on meats, fish, ·uairy products, flour, potatoes, 
coal, ll"OIJ ore, lumber, and upon .many cia. ses of farm mncllinen· nnd 
office equipment. -

In other words, \Ve ·were boasting that we had carried out the 
ancient Democratic doctrine of placing articles of prime Heccs
sity upon the free list. 

1\lr. President. no man acquainted with the industry can dis
pute for one moment the proposition that sugar is an article 
of prime food necessity. Without undertaking to go at length. 
into a dissertation upon tilat subject, I think I can show thnt 
~ll medical and health experts ngree to that proposition. It 
has been insisted in some qnnrters, in this Chamber and else
where, that n g1,·eut percentage of the sugar consumecl in this 
country went into the manufncture of confectionery, ice-crearn 
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soda, and such articles as that, and gentlemen therefore some
times assert that sugar is not one of the articles of prime neces
sity of life. · 

It is not a fact that the larger per cent of our sugar goes 
into these manufactures. As a matter of fact, two-thirds of 
the sugar consumed in this country-or practically that per
centage-is consumed directly upon the table, and in its direct 
refined form, the people eating it, whereas about one-third of 
the total consumption of sugar enters into the manufactures 
I hav-e mentioned and other kindred manufactures. For in
stance, the per capita consumption of sugar in the United States 
in 1910 was 81 pounds; and the greatest experts in this 
country say that careful investigation shows that of the 81 
pounds consumed per capita in that year 53 pounds were di
rectly consumed and the remainder only went into manufac
tures. Senators can figure the percentage for themselves. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate 
to recent Democratic utterances on this subject of sugar. 

First, I read from the platform of 1912. In commending the 
schedule bills that had been passed by Congress, which was in 
ession at the time the Baltimore convention convened, our 

party in its national platform used this language: 
We c-aB the attention of the patriotic citizens of our country to its 

reeord-

Referring to the House of Representatives
of efficiency. economy, and constructive legislation. 

It has, among oth<>t achievements, revised the Rules of the House o! 
Itepre entatives. • • • 

It hns pas ed bills for the relief of the people and the development of 
our country; it has endeavored to revise the taritr taxes downward 
in the interest of the consuming masses, and thus to reduce the high 
cost of living. 

1\fr. President, there can be no doubt that the Democratic 
national platform in 1912 indorsed the free-sugar bill passed 
tllat year by the House of Representatives. Gentlemen may 
contend that certain transactions that occurred in the privacy 
of a committee room might tend to show otherwise; but I dis
pute the soundness of that view or the accuracy of that con
clusion. In the first place, all the convention knew and all the 
great mas es of the American voters knew was the Democratic 
platform as it was written an<l as it read; and, in rebuttal of 
the statement made by my good friend, the distinguished 
senior senator from Louisiana [Mr. BRoussQRD], the other day 
on the subject, I called attention to the fact that during the 
last session of Congress the distinguished senior- Senator from 
Kentucky [1\Ir. JAMES], himself a distinguished and prominent 
member of our party and chairman of the Baltimore convention, 
gave testimony in direct contravention to the understanding of 
the· Senator from Louisiana, and stated to this body and to the 
American people that there could be no doubt that that conven
tion had pledged the Democratic Party to the cause of free 
sugar. Not only that, but I will refer to the contemporaneous 
consh·uction of Congress and can to mind that the . Congress 
which passeu the Underwood-Simmons bill as soon as the elec
tion was over, while the platform pledges were fresh in our 
minds, put sugar on the free list, although this vexatious delay 
of three years was agreed to. ·when the de1ay of three years 
was proposed I warned my colleagues then that if they acceded 
to that delay the chances for free sugar would be very much 
less; that either something would happen or some pretext 
wcmld be given to renew this fight in the interest of the people 
who get a bounty out of this system of taxation on this great 
article of food necessity ; and you see what has happened. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. 1\fr. President, will the Senator permit 
an interruption? 

1\Ir. HARD\VICK. I will yield to the Senato_r briefly or I will 
yield to him later at any length as soon as I can cover some 
ground which I desire to cover. 

Mr. BROOSSARD. Mr. President, I merely want to say-
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SMITH of Georgia in the 

chair). Does the Senator from Georgia yield to- the Senator 
from Louisiana? 

lli. HARDWICK. I yield ; yes, sir. 
1\lr. BROUSSARD. What I desire to say will take only a 

minute. I merely wish to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact-I know he does not want to make any -statement that 
is not borne out absolutely by the facts~that the Senator from 
Kentucky, while a very prominent member of the convention at 
Baltimore, being permanent chairman of that convention, in his 
addre. s declared for free sugar specifically by name, following 
that declaration of the chairman of the convention the com
mittee on resolutions reported the platform, the chairman 
of the convention, the Senator from Kentucky, at no time tak
ing part in either the drafting of the platform or in the 
preliminaries or the argument in behalf of the platform to be 
submitted and adopted by the convention. 

Mr. HARDWICK. That is true enough, 1\tr. Pre ident; but 
the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, the permanent chair
man of that g~<eat convention, ought at least to have bad as 
much ordinary comprehension of what was happening and what 
the platform meant as the average Democratic masses or as 
the average American voter had; and if the Senator from Ken~ 
tucky, the chairman of that great convention, could not know 
about these cloak-room conferences. how on earth could the 
Democratic mas es or the American voters know about them, 
and of what real importance are they? 

Now, let us see. Not only that, but one of our greatest 
achievements-the one that we boasted mo t about-was tlle 
routing of the sugar lobby here in the last Congress. Why, 
when we went to the people of the United States in 1914, in 
the congressional election, we devoted page upon page to the 
exploitation of that grea · achievement. We told about how 
they had misused the franks of distinguished and illustrious 
Senators who are still Members of this body. We told about 
how a gentleman named Mr. Oxnard had gotten rich out of 
capitalizing the tariff and turning his watere<l stock into good, 
hard cash at the expense of the consuming public. we· told all 
the details about the feverish. and unnatural and reprehensible 
activities of this lobby that was here to fight free sugar. · 

Ah, Senators, I have been informed that many years ago a 
great Senator froll) Missouri stood on this floor, when Jackson 
had beaten one of the bank bills, and there was exultation on 
the Democratic side of the Chamber over the accomplishment 
of that much-de ired result, and the boast was made: "We 
have driven this beast to the jungle." Benton replie<l: "Yes; 
you may have driven her to the jungle, but she will return 
from the jungle with all ller whelps." -

His words were prophetic· in that case; and without change 
they could well be applied to all we have said and boasted 
about the sugar lobby, and our expos~ of it, and our relief of 
the people of the United States from the enormous burdens and 
exactions that are imposed· upon the consuming public by 
means of the tax on sugar. 

Mr. President, it is insisted that we must have this duty 
because the Government needs it, because the Government can 
not get along without it; that we must prepare for war in order 
that we may maintain peace.; that we must have a larger 
Army and a greater Navy, and can get the needed revenue 
in no other way. Sir, if that were true, and absolutely h·ue, 
however much I regretted to do it, I would vote for the motion 
now presented by the distinguished Senator from North Oaro
lina. But I insist that it is not h'tle, either in form or in sub· · 
stance, that we are obliged to levy this tax: for the purpose of 
governmental revenue, and I will tell you why. 

Do we need revenue, and revenue only, with no incidental or 
accidental protection, from schedule E, the sugar tariff? If we 
do, why is it that we have not followed the example already 
given us by Germany, by France, by Belgium, by Russia, by 
Austria-Hungary, by Spain. yea, by every important country 
on this earth that raises any considerable amount of revenue 
out of sugar-Great Britain raise only a. small amount-except . 
the United States? In those countries, and every one of those 
countries, they levy a tax on consumption, direct and professed ; 
not indirect and insincere. 

Is a tariff a tax on consumption? Every D~mocrat so con~ . 
tends ; so, after all, when we lay a tariff tax we are levying a 
tax on consumption. But there is this difference between the 
two kinds of taxes, consumption taxes both. Under one plan, 
the European plan, every dollar of the tax levied goes into the 
Government till. Under our plan, the so-called American plan
and I am not proud of it-one half of it only goes into the Go-v-
ernment Treasury, while the other half goes to enrich the do
mestic producer~ of sugar, both in continental United States and 
in its insular possessions. 

Why do I say that? Because sugar i·n many respects is one 
of the most highly illustrative items to which tariff principles 
and tariff theories can be applied. What is the situation to-day 
with reference to the production and consumption of sugar in· 
this country? We conl'ume almost 4,000,000 long tons a year. 
It is estimated for this year, I think, that our consumption will 
be three million eight or nine hundred thousand tons. Of that 
amount, we produce one-fourth, 25 per cent, in continental 
United States-cane sugar in Louisiana and beet sugar in the 
West-25 per cent more- in our insular po essions, Hawaii, 
Porto Rico, and some small amount from the Philippine . The 
other 50 per cent we import from abroad,_ through the custom~ 
house, nearly all of it, over 99 per cent, corning from the island 
of Cuba, justly called the sugar bowl o:t the world. 

We levy at pre ent a tax of 1 cent a pound nt the custom~ 
house door. Every pound of Cuban sngur pays that tax:. X o 
pound of Louisiana· sugar, of western beet ~ugar, of Hawaiian 

' 
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sugar. of Porto llican sugar, or of Philippine sugar up to 100,000 
tow; per year pay~ a cent; and yet eyery pound of Louisiana 
sugae, of Hawaiian sugar, of Porto Rican sugar, of Philippine 
sugur-e\·ery pouml of domestic sugar, in other wonls-costs 
the American con ·umer just as much as every pound of Cuban 
suga1·, on which the duty is paid. What is the result '? \Ve levy 
on American consumption, upon tile stomachs of our people-
yours aml mine, Senators-a lmrden of $86,000,000 a year, aml 
of that amount we put $43,000,000 in the Treasury of the United 
States and at the same time we put $43,000,000 more in the 
pockets of tile sugar prouucers. 

Ur. THO:MAS. l\lr. President--
The PllESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
1\Ir. HARDW:tCK. I yield . . 
1\lr. THOMAS. The statement was matle the other day, I 

think hy the Senator from l\Iichigan, that $100,000,000 was 
inYestell in tile beet-sugar business in the United States. That 
was an extravagant statement of the amount, as I shall try to 
show before this debate is over ; but assuming, for the sake of 
the statement, the correctness of the amount, and then doubling 
it so as to represent the amount invested in the cane-sugar 
production-say, $200,000,000 or $250,000,000-the percentage 
of $43,000,000 which is thus given to this industry is enormous, 
and of itself represents a profit that is far and away beyond 
the ayerage profit derived by capital invested in ordinary 
business. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I quite agree with the Senator; and I 
say another thing to the Senator, and I measure my words: 
Since we have had this tariff duty on sugar, beginning with the 
Dingley bill-I am 'iVilling to go only back that far-beginning 
with the Dingley bill, the consuming masses of the United 
States have paid ten for one for every dollar invested in any 
branch of the sl1gar industry in the United States and in all 
of it.-· insular possessions. 'Ve had far better buy them out and 
sto11 the profit if we would put it on plain business principles. 

N"ow, my fellow Democrats, if we want revenue and nothing 
but revenue, why do we not get the most revenue that we can 
get with the least burden? - Do you say to me now that it is a 
new and an untried thing, and that our people do not like 
excise or consumption taxes? :My reply is twofold. In the 
first place, this tax, a consumption tax on sugar, will be paid 
by tlw great refiners of the country and possibly a few of the 
great beet factories; actually, in my judgment, less than 100 
people would pay it-fully as few people as pay the tariff tax 
to-day-so there would be no groaning, no burdening, no protes
tations from the American people, if you are afraid of that. 

All, but they say it is a new and unh·ied thing. I say not. 
It has been tried in the most highly civilized countries of this 
earth, and in nearly all of them. We do not have to tread a 
new and untrodden path. We have the laws already written 
by the great nations of Germany and Austria-Hungary and 
Fnmce and all these other great European countries. We have 
their experience in the administration of the laws. 'Ve can 
give no such paltry excuse as that. A 1-cent tax on all the 
sugar, domestic as well as foreign, would double the amount of 
revenue that the Government gets, and would not increase the 
burden on the consumer one single penny, for the reason I have 
already explained. 

If so--and no Senator who investigates the question can 
deny it-why do we not levy the tax in that way? If we must 
have it, and we must have it out of sugar-a food necessity of 
life--for Heaven's sake let us levy it so that when we tax the 
stomachs of our people, so that when we charge them a tax on 
this prime article of food necessity, no private, selfish interests 
will be subsidized in the process, but every penny of this hard
wrung money will go into the Public Treasury. 

l\1r. President, in that connection I ask unanimous consent to 
include in my remarks a carefully prepared table or plan snow
ing exactly how this consumption tax can be adjusted to each 
degree of raw ..and refined sugar and what the_ result would be. 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that may 
be done. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 75° would be 0.568 cent 

per pound. 
The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 76° would be O.G88 cent 

per pound. . 
The· rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 77° would be 0.6096 cent 

pet· pound. 
'l'he !.'ate on sugar testing by the polariscope 78° would be 0.6304 cent 

pe1· pound. 
pe;~~~·~a: on sugar testing by the polariscope 79° would be 0.6512 cent 

pei!'~~~~J: on sugar testing by the polariscope 80° would be 0.672 cent 

The rate en flugar testing by tile polal"iscopc 81 o would be 0.6928 cent 
per pound, . 

The r:t te on sugar testing by the polaeiscope 82 o would be 0 . 71:16 cent 
pet· pound. 

The rate on sugar testing by the pol<triscopc 83° would. be 0.7314 cent 
per pound. 

The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 84° would be 0.73li::? cent 
per pound. . . 

The rate on sug:u· testing by the pol:uiscopc 83° would be 0.776 cent 
per pound. 

'l'bc rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 86° wouhl be 0.7968 cent 
per pound. 

The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 87 o would be 0.8176 cent 
per pound. 

The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 88° would be 0.8384 cent 
per pound. -

The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope sno would be 0.8Gfl2 cent 
per pound. 

The rate on sugar testing by the polari<>cope 90° would be 0.88 cent 
per pound. 

The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope !ll o would be 0.9008 cent 
per pound. 

The rate on SU,l;ar testing by the polariscope 02" would be 0.!)216 cent 
per pound. 

The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 93" would be 0.9424 cent 
per pound. . 

_ 'l'he rate on sugar testing by the polariscope fJ4 " would be 0.9632 cent 
per potmd. 

The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 05° would be 0.!)84 cent 
per pound. , 

The rate on sugar testing by the llOlariscope !)6° would be 1.0048 cents 
per pound. 

'l'he rate on sugat· testing by the polariscope 97° would be 1.02ri6 cents 
per pound. 

'.rbe rate on sugar testing by the polariscope !)8° would be 1.0464 cents 
per pound. 

The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 09" would be 1.067 cents 
pe1· pound. 

The rate on sugar testing by the polariscope 100° would be 1.088 cents 
per pound. · 

The application of such a tax for 1916 would work out about as 
follows: 

Test. 
Produc-tion (long Rate per Re\·enue 
tons). potmd. realized. 

Cerm. 
Philippine raw sugars._.................. 88 Ii5,000 .8384 $3,286,523 
Hawaiian raw sugars..................... 96 5i5,000 1.0048 12,941,821 
Porto Rican raw sugars .• ____ . _ ....... _.. 96 350 000 1. 0048 7, 877, 632 
Louisiana and Texas raw sugars ........ _ _ 96 175; 000 1. 0048 3, 938, 816 
-gruted ~tates refined from Cubans, etc... 100 1,875,000 1.088 45,696,000 

omestiC beet refined _ • _ !' ___ • __ •• • • • • • • • • 100 i50, 000 1. 08S 18, 278, 4().) 

Estimated consumption .......•... __ ....•.. ! 3, 900,000 1- _ . ___ ... -192, 019, 200 

Mr. HARDWICK. Now, if we do not do that-and we did 
refuse to do it; I presented such an amendment and urO'ed it 
upon the Senate committee, and they would not accept it~will -
not the people of this country be dl'iven into the irresistible all(~ 
irrefutable conclusion that we did not do it simply because we 
wanted to give a certain amount of protection to the beet and 
cane producers of this country? _Undoubtedly. They can arri>e 
at no other just conclusion. There is no escape from it. You 
can twist it ns you will, you can get off all the sophistry you 
please about it, you can argue until we are all blue in the face, 
bt~t, after an, the common, sober sense of the American people 
Will be strong enough to understand t11at we retain tl1is tax in 
its present form because \Te found it necessary not to raise a 
certain amount of revenue for the Government but to afford' a 
certain at?ount of protection to certain interests in this country. -
'Ve had JUSt as well understand what we are <loing. I ha\e 
studied this question a great many years. I am not "Oin·• 
blindly into any vote on it. I know what my actions ab;'ut {t 
mean, and I know what my \ote on it spells. Therefore I 
fi~d. my~elf ut!erly unable to support the motion made by the 
cJlshngmshed ~enator from North Cn.rolina. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. l\Ir. Pre:3ident, may I interrupt the Sen
ator? 

The PRESIDIKG OFFICER. Does the Senator from Geor<,.i<.t 
yield to tl1e Senator from Louisiana? . .o 

Mr. HARD,VICK. I yiel<l. 
1\Ir. BROUSS.tillD. I understood the Senator from Ge01·gin 

to say, first, that no duty should be imposed upon sugar because 
it is a prime necessity of life, entering into the daily consumption 
of the people. 

l\Ir. HARDWICK. The Senator umlerstood me correctly. 
l\Ir. BROUSSARD. ...<\..nd t11at if there must be some revenue 

derived from sugar, that revenue should not be collected at the 
customhouse, but should be collected just before it enters int0 
consumption, or at the factory. Now, would the Senator carry 
that doctrine to other necessities of life? For instance second 
in importance in Louisiana to the sugar industry is the rice 
industry of that State. Upon that article there is a duty im
posed under the Unuerwoou bill. \Vould the Senator carry out 
his theory of abstention from the imposition of taxes upon the 
necessities of life so as to extend it to rice as "\Yell as to sugar? 
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l\lr. HARDWICK. I think I understand the Senator's sug
ge tion, and I am going to reply to it with candor. 

~1 1". HHOUSSAHD. I should li ke, "~hue the Senator is reply
ing--

l\Ir. -HARDWICK Will the Senator pardon me just a mo
ment ? After I coYer the ground I have set out, I will yield 
witll pleasur e to t he Senator, but--

1\fr. BROUSSARD. Just in. the same connection I want to 
continue the que tion. 

1\ir. HARDWICK. Very well; I yield to the Senator. 
1\fr. BROUSSARD. Would the Senator then, if he would 

apply that to rice as well as to sugar, apply- it to cotton cloth 
and other manufactured articles upon which a duty is now im
posed? Would he also put a production tax upon these- things, 
so as to obviate the necessity of collecting any duties at all at 
the customhouses of this country? 

l\lr. HARDWICK. Heplying to the Senator's question, I 
wish to say that wherever it was necessary to levy a tax on a 
food necessity of life, and that article was a competitive arti
cle-namely, an article produced in considerable degree in this 
country, and to a considerable degree imported from a foreign 
country-the com· e I have suggested here ought to be fol
lowed. My answer to it is, in a broader and a more general 
way, that I can not see to save my life why we should not 
levy, from my sta ndpoint and from my view of the tari.ff, a 
tax solely on noncompetitive products graded, as I ha-ve said. 
bea vi est on luxu 1es, more moderate on comforts, and lightest 
on necessities. That would be my answer to every suggestion 
involved in the Senator's que tion. 

The Senator has anticipated just a little the very argument 
I was to about to make. I say that we do not have to get this 
revenue from sugar at all. If we did, we ought to get it so 
that all of it would go into the Government Treasury and none 
of it into private pockets, but we do not have to get it from 
sugar at all. . 

It ~ppears from tbe last monthly summary of tlie foreign 
commerce of the United States, that during eight months end
ing January, 1916, we imported' nearly $65,000,000 wodh of 
coffee into this country ; t11at durin()' the arne period of time 
we imported fifteen and a half million dollar worth of tea 
into this country ; and during that same J!)eriod of time our 
sugar importations amounted to a little less than $80,000,000-
$65,000.000 of coffee, fifteen and a half million dollars of tea, 
and $79,000,000 of sugar. What Democratic rea on can you give 
for letting sugar be taxed while coffee and tea come rn free 7 
If I were a Republican I could an wer you. I would say, " I 
let the sugar be taxed because I want to build up an American 
iadustry with a protective tariff, and I did not tax coffee and 
tea because there i no industry to stimulate in this country of 
that sort, and besides they are necessities of life, and I dis
like to tax them." But what Demo.crat can answer that ques
tion? They are all breakfa t foods-coffee, sugar. and tea. 
There is no coffee and there is no tea produced in this country. 
Half the_ sugar we consume is produced in this countJ.·y. Ye 
it is propo ed under Democratic principles, forso th, to tax one 
necessity of life produced in this country and not to tax. the 
otl1er two that are 'not produced in this country and 1n the 
other two instance~. to wit, coffee and tea, if y u did tax them 
every dollar· of the tax would go into the Public TreasUJ'Y. 
Now why do you not do it 7 If you want to be consistent, if 
you want to be logical, if you want to be Democratic about this 
thing, coffee and tea are not any more nece itie~ of life t11an 
sugar and why not tax them all? Are you ·afrmd of the cry 
that you are taxing tl1e breakfast table? If that is it, why do 
you tax sugar and leave coffee and tea untaxed 7 

Then again let u take another article. During this same 
period of time ending January, 1916, we imported into this 
country $73,802,459 worth of crude india rubber. Crude india 
rubber i a noncompetitive product, largely u eel in this coun
try, although not entirely, in maldng articles of luxury and 
not of neces ity. Yet crude india rubber comes absolutely un
taxed into thi country although mo t of it is u ed in the 
l~~ries of life, and ~ ugar that every poor man as well as 
every rich man must ha Ye is taxed, and crude india rubber is 

, untaxed. Why this ditierence? A Republican will answer that 
crude india rubber i not pro<Juced in this country and there
fore the irnpo ition of a tax would not aid American industry. 
' Vhat answer, however, can a Democrat who does not believe 
in protection make? 

Now let me make one more illustration .. I concede it is the 
most ~treme one, in all probability, that can be made in the 
schedule . During this same period of time, eight months, end
ing J anuary, 1916, we imported into this counn·y a little over 
$6;'>,000,000 worth of raw silk, absolutely untaxed, free of duty. 

Raw silk is a noncompetitive product. If you levy a tnx ou it you 
foster no industry, you benefit nn locul industry. Therefore I 
can understand why Hepublica ns do not tnx rn w s ilk, but wlJy 
Democrats should not I do not lmow. If it is t rue thut our ~ilk 
factories could not stand foreign competition without free raw 
material, then why could we not afford to increase the duties 
on manufactured silk, t11e same being a luxury? I ask the Sen
ate and I ask the country, Under what Democratic theory do 
we leave raw silk untaxed and raw sugar taxed 7 Are the backs 
of the rich to go unburdened, while the stomachs of the poor t)ay 
the bill? 

I wish next to invite the attention. of the Senate und of the 
country as briefly as may be ta certain facts and conditions re
lating to our domestic sugar, both cane and beet, both con
tinental and insular, prior to the breaking out of the European 
war, and then I want to undertake to tell you as briefly as I 
can what has happened since then and the result of that war. 
I am going to take up, first, the case of Louisiana and the pro
duction of cane sugar thm·e, because it is nem·est my home; 
and, of course, I love my Louisiana friends a little better than 
people not quite so close to me and not so nearly related by ties 
of blood and affection. So I take the Louisiana case first. The 
fa.cts I am going to give are undisputed facts, not only proven 
by the testimony of witnes es through long and laborious inves
tigation but agreed to by the unanimous report in most instance , 
in fact. of a committee, almost half Republican, of the other 
House of Congress. 

The cost of producing a pound of cane sugar-that is, raw 
sugar-in Louisiana is 3i cents. The cost of producing a pound 
of raw cane sugm· in Java is 1! cents; in the Philippines, 1! 
cents; in Porto Rico, Cuba, and Hawaii, about 2 cents. I hope 
the S-enate will have those figures fixed in its attention. There 
is no dispute whateve1r about these facts, as will be seen on ex
amination of the evidence submitted to the special committee on 
sugar and from the report of that committee and from recent 
hearings before the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives. From the above figures it is perfectly np
parent that, so far as the production of cane sugar in Louisiana 
is concerned, it is nothing more nor less than a hothouse propo
sition. The cost of production is being gradually but surely 
lowered in Cuha, the Philippines, Porto Rico, Java, and, I think, 
in HawaiL In Louisiana I do not believe that it is being low
ered at all, but, if anythingr is increasing, It is my judgment 
that the Louisiana sugar-cane industry can not and will not long 
survive free sugar. Indeed, I do not believe, as I have stated 
more than onc-e, that tbe indu try can continue and prosper in 
Louisiana even under our present rate of duty, and that it is 
practically certain. that its doom is already decreed by the fixed 
and unalte~·able laws of natw·e. Let me state some of the rea-

, son for this· opinion. In Louisiana the sucro e in the cane is 
from 6 per cent to 7 per cent. In Hawaii it is from 14 per cent 

' to 15 per cent; in Cuba. from 10 per cent to 11 per cent, occa
sionally 14 per cent. In Cuba the cane is only planted once in 
every 10 years, and in Loui iana it must be replanted, or prac
tically replanted, every year. In Cuba frost never interferes 
with the maturing of the crop, whereas in Loui iana the cane 
has to be cut early in October; hence its nero e contents are 
low, as I have already hown. It seems to me that for the e 
reasons it is perfectly apparent why Louisiana can not profit
ably continue to produce cane sugar in competition with tropical 
countries; and if she is driven out of the sugar business it will 
not be the unkindness of the Democratic Party that accom
pli hes this result, but the stern decree of the God of nature, 
for sugar cane is the natm·al product of a strictly n·opical 
countl-y, and Louisiana ·is located too far to the north for it 
successful cultivation in competition wit11 n·opical countrie . 
Great and insuperable as are these natural di ·advantage , 
Louisiana labors under certain other disadvantages growing out 
of inefficiency, which contributes to the high cost of production 
in that State. Antiquated machinery and open-kettle mill 
might be mentioned in this category, for as a whole the indu t ry 
in Louisiana is inefficiently organized, nor is it well equipped. 
This will be readily seen wben it is remembered that in Loul.·i
ana 210 mills produce an annual average of 330,000 tons, 
whereas in Cuba 174 mills produce annually 2,328,000 tons. 

l\Ir. THOMAS. What are the figures? 
l\lr. HARDWICK. Three hliDdretl and thirty thou and tons 

in Louisiana, against 2,328,000 tons in Cuba. The labor co.· t in 
factories in Cuba and Louisiana is practically the amc, an<l for 
field labor Louisiana pays hardly as much a is paill in Cul>n. 
It appeared in t11e sworn te tirnony before the special committee 
that in Louisiana tbe sugar planters pay the following t·ate for 
field labor: Seventy-five to 80 cents per day to men; 75 cents 
per day to women and $1 per day in harvesting time; whereas 

\ 
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in Cuba for t11e same class of labor the planters are.. paying 
from $1. to $1.25 per day, and in Cuba the women do not work 
in the fields. 

Mr. President, I am not going to elaborate that; Louisiana is 
too far north ; there is not enough sucrose content.in her sugar. 
The frost comes there too early and the cane has to be cut too 
soon. She can not and never will compete successfully with the 
tropical countries. Her cost of production, 3i cents a pound, 
according to the sworn evidence of best citizens and most suc
cessful planters, is almost double that of Cuba, almost double 
that of Hawaii, and more than double that of Java. 

What are we to <lo? That a few planters in Louisiana may 
maintain a hothoused industry, are we to forever tax 100,000,000 
American people? 

Mr. GALI .. INGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey in 

the chair). Does the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator 
from New Hampshire? 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. I know the Senator from Georgia does not 
want to be interrupted, but--

Mr. H.:\RDWICK.. I will yield to the Senator. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to ask him a question for infor

mation merely. lf the labor cost is ·substantially the same in 
Cuba and Louisiana, how does the Senator account for the 
greatly increased maximum co..o:;;t of production in Louisiana? 

l\lr. HARDWICK. The Senator has just c.ome in? 
M.r. GALLINGER. Yes. 
Mr. HARDWICK. It is on account of ·the difference in the 

sucro~e content of the sugar cane and the differences in season. 
There is not as much sugar in the cane they raise. That is the 
trouble. 

lr. GALLINGER. That accounts fox it?' 
Mr. HARD1VICK. That is it It is just the law of nature, 

that is alJ; a decree of nature entered in due and regular form. 
You will have to repeal a law of nature it you are going to enable 
Louisiana to compete successfully with these tropicn.l countries. 
To nse a familiar illustration, you can raise bananas or oranges 
in the State of my friend from New Hampshire if you put.. a 
hothouse there and make the American people pay the cost of it; 
but I do not believe that is right, I do not believe it is democratic, 
I do not believe it is American to take a. few people and for 
their sake make 100.000,000 people pay more for every pound of 
this food necessity that they must eat. 

The situation is not vastly different with reference to the 
sugar-beet industry, and I shall endeavor to demonstrate it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think the Senator can also demonstrate that 
the natural advantages which the sugar beet has in the arid and 
semiarid regions of the United States will make it a still more 
dangerous competitor of the Louisiana industry as time passes. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I quite agree with the Senator about that. 
He has stated it so well that I shall not undertake t.o elaboTate it 
here, especially as I have much ground to cover. 

Mr. President, I am going to ask the permission of the Senate 
to insert in my re~arks certain newspaper articles and certain 
observations relating to the stock watering of the beet-sugar com
panies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Without objection,. it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
According to the last statement issued by Mr. Truman G. EalnH!l', 

representing the beet-sugai factories, it appears that there are now 
located in the United States 76 factories engaged in the production of 
beet 'lugar. These factories art kcated in the following States: Colo
rado, 17 ; Michigan, 16; California, 13; Utah, 6; Idaho, 5 ; Wisconsin, 
4; Nebraska, 2; Montana. 1 ; Minnesota. 1 ; Kansas, 1 ; Iowa, 1 ; Illi
nois, 1 ; Indiana, 1 ; and Arizona, 1. From the reports of Bradstreet's 
Commercial Agency it appears that the total capitalization of these 76 
factories is $141,410,000, and that their combined capacity for slicing 
beets in tons per day is 63,550 tons. 

These figures demonstrate beyond. all question the extent of over
capitalization of the companies that operate thes.e factories. 

Why"! Let us see what the beet-sugar men have themselves sworn be-
fore several of the House committees. In the hearings on the Payne 
tariff bill before the House committee Mr. F. R. Hathaway, secretary 
and treasurer of the Michigan Sugar Co., estimated the cost of a: beet
sugar factory to be $1,000 per ton of dally beet-slicing capacity. At the 
hearings before the special committee on sugar during the last Congress, 
Mr. Henry T. Oxnard., of the American Beet Sugar Co., made exactly 
the same estimate, as did M.r Charles W. Nibley, CYf the Amalgamated 
Sugar Co. of Utah. While Mr. Oxnard at a subsequent time did seek 
to raise his figures, and wnile some others testified to a slightly higher 
figure than $1,000 per ton. yet other witnesses swore to even lower 
figures, notably Mr. E. N. Combs. of Colorado, fixing the figure at $600. 

On the whole, therefore, I believe we may safely take 1,000 per 
ton of daily sllcing capacity as the true basis of cost and the real value 
of a beet-sugar factory. On that basis the true value of. all the beet
sugar factories in the United States does not exceed $63,550,000. 
Indeed. according to the unanimous report of the special committee 
of the Bouse on sugar during the last ~ongress. we estitn1lted the 
amount of this investment at a somewhat smaller figure1 $60.712.500. 
and the gentleman from Michiga.n [Mr. FORDNEY] agreed w that figure 
along with his other Reoublic.an colleagues on the committee. So 
that it appears the beet-sugar factories of this country as a whole 

are capitali~d at from two to two and one-half times their actual 
value. While we are considering this question of tbe ovettapltaliza
tion of the beet-sugar factories. it m!ght be as well to call the attention 
of the com.>nittee to ttte facts a.oout the three largest of the beet-so.gar 
companies and to see exactly to what extent this mania .for oV'ercap'i
talization bas affected them. 

First. let us take the Great Western Sugar Co., a Colorado concern. 
but chartered "under the laws of New Jersey"; but that charter. Mr. 
Chairman, was granted before the days of New Jersey's re.,"eneratiou. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

It was capitalized at $30,000,000, one-half pr~ferred and the other 
half common stock, but of this stock only about $24,000,000 was 
issued. Its nine £uctories, all located in Colorado. have, according 
to its last sta-tement a total daily beet-slicing capacity of 10,600 tons. 
which ought to represent a real value of approximately 10,600,000-
on the basis of $1,000 per ton. So that its stock is more than one
hall water, except so far as it may, perhaps, now represent accu
mulated and undistributed earnings. Under oath the company re
turned its property for taxation in the State of Colorado at $2 .. 500.000 
as late- as 1910 or 191L Although its stock. under its New Jersey 
charter, wus originally more than half water, yet it manages to pay 
7 per cent Interest per annum on its preferred stock. or $1,050.000, 
and 5 per cent interest per annum on its common stock, or $750 000. 
This means a total annual dividend of $1,800,000 on a real Invest
ment of $10,600,000, as already explained. or about 17 per cent dividend 
on the actual investment. Nor do these dividends represent anything 
llke the total net earnings of this largest and greatest of the beet
sugar factories, as I will now proceed to show the committee. It must 
be recalled that the American Sugar Refining Co.. commonly known as 
the Sugar Trust. owns 26 per cent of the common stock and 38 per 
cent ~f the preferred stock of the Great ~~tern (report of special 
~~~~e~n~~ th~3 ~ru~f.ording to . the admlSSl.ons of both the Great 

During the recent investigation of the Sugar Trust 1n the United 
States District Co01·t for the Southern District of New York, among 
the letters o! the Sugar TriiSt was discovered a most interesting letter 
from Mr. Chester S. Morey. of Denver, Colo .• president of the Great 
Western Sugar Co., to Mr. Washington B. Thomas, then president of 
the American Sugar Refining Co. This letter was dated March 19 
1910. and read as follows : ' 

"MY DEAR MR. THOMAS: Inclosed herewith I hand you copy of the 
financial exhibit and. income statement. This is the form in which we 
expect to pu.blish these statement , and they will also be used when we 
make application to list our stock on the New York Exchange. 

"You will notice that this year, in addition to the regular 21 per cent 
depreeiation which we bave been deducti.ng for the last three -years. we 
have set u1;1 $1,000 000 iB deprec1ation reserve. I do n()t want this 
year's earnings to appear as large as they would if we had not made this 
entry. Of course thls can be changed if the board of directors does. not 
approve of it. 

"Yon will note that our total sui"plns is shown by these statements 
as a. little over $5,000.000. This does not include any surpluS' from the 
BUlings Co., the Gnmt Western Railway Co., and other corporations, 
which really add nearly $2,000,000~ 

" Our sugar is invoiced at 4 cents, and judging from present market 
indications there is at least $1,000,000 profit that will show up in next 
year's business. The value of our real estate and railroads over and 
above the amount at which they are carried is at least $5,000,000, so 
that the actual surplus is nearer $9,000,000 than $5,000,000. 

"Am pleased to say that at some of onr factories the farmers are 
signing up acreage and feel more encouraged than I did a week ago. 

" The details of these statements I will bring with me when I come 
to the stoekholders' meeting." . 

When it is recalled this company was chartered in 1905 and it is 
seen by the above letter that in five years, by 1910, it had accumulated 
a surplus of $9,000,000, besides paying dividends for fully that amount, 
as I have· already shown, anrl also allowing the regular 25 per cent for 
depreciation, lt will be seen that thiS company's annual net profit on 
its real investment during these five years_ was 36~ per cent-17 per 
cent for dividends, 17 per cent for surplus, and 2~ per cent for regular 
depreciation. It thus appears that in the short space of five years it 
made a total of 182?. per cent on the actual capital invested. No 
wonder that its president, Mr. Mi>rey, juggled the entries, according 
to his own le-tter ; no wonder that he said, never expecting his letter to 
become public, " I do not want this year's earnings to appear as large 
as they would be if we :t-ad not mad.! this cnt.ry." 

Let us next look into the American Beet Sugar Co., a concern oper
ating six factories,. two 1n California, three in Colorado, and one in 

, Nebrask:l, with a total beet-slicing capacity of 6,3.00 tons per day. Ac
cording to the standard of U,OOO per ton of daily beet-slicing capacity, 
the factories of this corporation represent a real value of $5,300,000, 
and yet we find this company, with the water injected into it some
what more freely than usual, capitalized at $20,000,000-$5,000,000 
preferred stoek and $15,000,000 common stock. And it appears that 
in seven years from the time of its organization it had paid annually 
6 per cent interest on the actual investment and had cleared seven and 
one-half millions besides, for at the end of that time its common stock, 
which had no value whn.tever in the beginning, was selling at $50 per 
share, while its preferred stock, with a guaranteed dividend of 6 per 
cent, was selling above pa.r. In seven years it paid $2,100,00(} in in
tel·est on its preferred stock, and its e.arnings created a value of 50 
cents on the dollar for its common stock-pure water-or $7,500,000. 
This is a total of $9,600.~,.000 on the investment of $5,000,000 in se•en 
years, or a little over 19u per cent, or 24.3 per cent per annum on the 
aetual investment. It must be remembered also that we have not been 
able to learn the whole truth about the profits . of this company in any 
such way as we discovered it in Mr. Morey's case. Personally I do not 
doubt that their profits have been fully as great as those of the Great 
We tern, if we could find out just how they have kept their books, as 
we did in the other case, but it seems to me that the showing is strong 
eni>ugh as it is. 

In reference to the earnings of this company, I next invite your at
tention to :m article in the Beet Sugar Journal of .April, 1911, as fol· 
lows: 

" American Beet Sugar Co. sets new high record. The report of the 
American .Sugar Co. for the year ended March 31, 1911, shows total 
income of $8,357,012, an increase of $1,347,368 over the previous year, 
and a surplus, after preferred-stock dividends, of $1,643,659, equal to 
10.95 per cent earned on the $15,000,000 of common stock, compared 
with $1.,097 ,252, or 7.3.1 per cent. earned in the previous year. The 
common stock has U{)t yet paid any dividends. The preferred pays 6 
per cent. Comparative results for the past three years follow." 
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"Then are gl~en the figures for 1911, 1010, and 1000. For 1009 

the gross receipts were $7,135,326; total income, $7,156,855; expenses, 
interest, tax, etc., $5,863,713 · balance, $1,203,143. Well, now, we will 
take 1010: Gross receipts, . 6,083,772; total income, $7,009,644; ex
penses, ta:E:, interest, etc., <tG,612,391 ; balance, ~1.307,2:52. For 1911 : 
Gross receipts, $81344&!92; total income1 $~.307,012; cxpens~s. inter
est, tax, etc., S6,413,;.m3 ; balance, l.D-13,6o0. Preferred cliv1dcnds, 
$300,000 in each of the years 1011 and 1010 and ~ :245,400 in the year 
1DOD, lea>ing a surplus of $1,643,650 in the rear l!H1, $1,097,52G in 
the year 1010, and $1,047,743 in the year lOOt!. 'The general balance 
sheet as of March 31 shows total assets of 22,u7·7,371.' 

"The reserve for working capital is .,1,825,637, against $832,151 a 
rear ago, and there is a r~ ·er>e for betterments and improYements of 
$377,246, a new item. Bills payable to the amount of $1,266,000, 
which appeared in the pre•ious balance sheet, have been paid off. 
IT. ll. Duyal, president, says : 'The surplus has been applied to working 
capital, which is now adequate for ordinm·y operations. The company 
is now free of all debt. There was an increased production of HlG,741 
bags, exceeding that of any former year. 'rhc increase was principally 
due to California, though Grand Island increased 31,704 bags. In Colo
rado the decrease was 88,624 bags. Due l:ugcly to increased efficiency 
of the plants, the cost of making sugar, as compared with previous 
campaigns, was somewllat diminished. Taxes increased $30,980, of 
which 25,560 was the Federal corporation income tax. Depreciation 
and maintenance cost 344,842-was $13,11!> less than last year.' The 
design of this expenditure (included in the abo~e statement in el:
penscs) is to keep the plants up to their original condition.'' 

It appears from the above that during the ~·ear Hlll the Americ:tn 
Beet Sngar Co., after paying its preferential dt\'idcnd of 6 per cent on 
its preferred stock (real value) earned 10.01 per cent on $15,000~000 o! 
common stock-water. This represents in all an l:'arning of $.:.00,000 
(interest on prcf<'rred stock) plus • 1,643,6G9 (surplus), or $1,943,659, 
which, in turn, is almost 39 per cent profit dnrlng the year ending 
March 31, Hll1, on the real inves tment. 

I next invite your attention to a statement in the American Sugar 
Industry of March, 1912, in reference to the profits of this same com
pany-the American Beet Sugar Co.-for the ye:u ending Mat·cb 30, 
1912: 

" Tbe net earnings of the American Beet Sugar Co. for the fiscal year 
ending ::\!arch 31, 1912, will probably not exceed 12 .per cent, instead of 
tile 15 pet· cent estimated last Deeember. The reason assigned for this 
is that the company began to sell its 1911 crop too early. Sales were 
made in advance of production in order to take advantage of what 
seemed a very fta.tterlng profit. Sugar prices ad•anced and it is esti
mated the difference to the company amounted to between $300,000 and 
~500,000. The company then went to the other extreme and held back 
the remainder of the 1911 crop on a declining market." 

As the dividends on the preferred stock are fixed at G per cent and 
arc paid before any other dividend and before any surplus is laid aside 
it is quite evident that the 12 per cent "net earnings" refers to the 
amount of surplus set aside, which is figured from the basis of the 
amount of the common stock, so that it appears that for the year end
ing March :u, Hll:?, the American Beet Sugar Co. earned $300,000, 
interest at 6 per cent on its preferred · stock, plus $1,800,000, surplus, 
the equivalent of 12 per cent on $15,000,000 worth of common stock, or 
$2,100,000, whicll is a little more tllan 40 per cent on its real in
Yestmcnt. 

One more Ulustration of this mania for o\ercapHalization among the 
beet-sugar factories and of the excessive profits they hope to conceal 
hy this oper·atlon, and I shall pass on. We will next take the Michigan 
:Sugar Co., from tile State of my friend Mr. Foao~EY. . 

'.fhe present capitalization of the 1\lichigan Sugar Co. conststs of 
~3,703,500 prefen·ed stock and $7 ~71,107 common stock, a total of 
some more than eleven millions. Here, again, we find " the trail of 
the ·erpent," for it appears from its own statement tbat "the n·nst "-
the .Amer·ican Sugar Refining Co.-owns 35 per cent of all the common 
fltock and 55 per cent of all the preferred stock of the Michigan Sugar 
Co. This company operates six factories, all located in the State of 
Michigan, with a total beet-slicing capacity of 5,450 tons per day. 'rhis 
represents, according to the rule laid down by Mr. Hatbaw_ay, its 
own secretary, an investment ot approximately $5,450,000, and yet, 
as we ba•c already seen, Its present capitalization is more than double 
that amount. It was chartered in Hl06, with an authorized capital of 
::;u,ooo,ooo, one-half preferred and one-half common stock, not all of 
which was issued. It simply represented at the time of its charter an 
attempt to form a small, local beet-sugar trust among a number of 
:Michigan factories that had been previously independents and com
petitors of each other. It was simply a Michigan manifestation of the 
preYailing " trust-organizing " mama with which the country was then 
mad, and was attended by thP. one invariable sympton of the disease, 
to wit, overcapitalization. 

Let me now call your attention to certain reHable trade reports in 
friendly journals touching the profits this company bas made. 

I quote. first, from the Beet Sugar Journal of May, 1910: 
"The Michigan Sugar Co. reports a profitable year. The regular an

nual meetin~ of stoclcbolders of the Michigan Sugar Co. was held at the 
F.tldy Buildmg, Detroit. Mich., Wednesday afternoon, May 25, 1910. 
There was a representative attendance to bear the statement of the 
officers -as to the year's business. The year was a profitable one, the 
company being able to show a surplus of $3,025,000 after nrpen<ling 
., 3 GOO,OOO for labor acd beets. and also paying regular dividends, not 
only on the preferred, but on the common stock as well. As the Wed
nesday meeting was the regular annual meeting, no dividend was 
declared." 

I next invite your nttcntion to an extract from the Beet Sugar 
Journal of July G, 1D10: 

" Offers of 121 for stock in the Michigan Sugar Co. have been made 
within the last month, and the stock is now considered one of the best 
on the Detroit or, for that matter, any market. The enormous profits, 
coupled with the favorable prospects, are ·the causes for the increase in 
intereRt and price in stock. The net profits of the Michigan Hugar Co. 
in 1000 exceeded $1i500,000, arid the financial statement submitted at 
the annual meeting ast month showed a surplus of $3,000,000. By a 
person in close touch with the workings of the company it is stated 
that the earntngs from the sale of the by-products is almost enough · to 
meet the dividend payments. The stock bas trebled in value in little 
more than a year. 

" 'Michigan sugar stock is now one of the best investments possible,' 
says a local broker who has been promi~ent in ~andling the stock; 
• there are more buyers for it than there ts stock for sale, and proba
bilities arc an even higher mark than already touched will be reached 

before the brenk comes. All Michigan sugar companies arc prospering. 
When the "trust" came Into the State some years ago it smashed many 
independent companies, but in recent years, due to the improved meth
ods of growing and manufacturing, which permits large profits to the 
farmer and extraordinary profit to the factory, several independent 
companies havq been rehabilitatetl and are now shal'ing in the gen ral 
pro. ~rity.' " 

It appears ft·om the aboYc that from 1906 to 1010 the Michigan 
Sugar Co., beF;ides paying G per cent on . its preferred stock, made 
three millions in profits, " trcblcu the ~alue of its stock in little more 
tllan a year " and made almost enough money from its by-products to 
pay its diYidends. In fom· short years it paiu back every dollar of real 
money inve ted .in it, or fully 2:J per cent per annum. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I am goiilg to discuss now the l>ractical 
situation that the beet-sugar people fnccti prior to the breaking 
out of the European \Vil.l'. 

But the beet-sugar companies insi:5t that, e'i·en if they ha\c 
prospered maryelously under the Diugley and Payne rates, 
this does not prove that they can . tand alone without any nid 
whatsoever, and they further insist that after three years, when 
this great necessity of life shall be untaxed, that they ,.,.m 
perish beneath an a valanchc of German and Cuban sugar. Let 
us look into that a little. In the first place, let me call :rom· 
attention to the fact that our American beet-sugar factories 
haYe one great ndYnntage over their foreign beet competitors 
in that while our factories produce refined sugar, ready for table 
nnd trade uses without f1.u·ther process of manufacture, that is 
not true of the German Ol' any other foreign beet factories. In 
foreign factories the manufacture is not curried so fur, and the 
sugar produced by them has to go through a process of refining, 
as om• cane sugar does, before it is ready for table and trade 
uses. This process of refining costs the foreign beet-sugar mnn 
fully 0.4 cent per pound. 

Nor is the difference in the cost of factory labor, if any, a 
serious handicap to the American factory, us the total labor cost 
of mnnufncturlng does not exceed 14 cents per 100 pounds. 

Fuel, relatively a fur more important item of expense, is more 
abundant here than abroad nnd is much cheaper, especially in 
the West, where this industry is located, and oil is largely u. e<l 
as fueL 

Besides these considerations it must be remembered that- the 
difference in geographical extent between this country and er
mnny giyes to our domestic sugar factories a natural protection 
growing out of freight rate , which is most important anll to 
which I will ndYert later. All of those considerations are im
portant, howe'\"er, and must not be O'\"erlooked. 

Now, let us consider the freight-rate question just a moment, 
and then I will pass to a discussion of the question from the 
standpoint of the producer of sugar beets, the farmer, if you 
please. When the Brussels convention, after agreeing on every
thing that affected the production, importation, and exporl'atiou 
of sugar us in nnd between the various European countries that 
were the powers signatory-by the wny, let me say that there 
was a very ludicrous statement made on the floor t11e other uay 
about the Brussels conYentions. It has been years since the 
Brussels convention hns been in effect, yet some gentleman the 
other clay in discu~sing this question insisted with nn nit· of 
solemnity that the Brussels convention had something to do 
with the present situation. Now, let us see. 

When the llru se1s conYention came to consider the protec
tion that their beet sugar needed against tropical ·cane sugar,· 
the sugar scientists of the world agreed that a tariff duty of 
one-half cent a pound, or, to be exact, 0.47 cent per pound on 
rnw sugar and 0.53 cent per pound on refined sugar was suftl
cient. 

Let me say to my friend from Utah that is the reason 
why Mr. Lowry has always insisted that that wns the amount 
of duty that they should ha...-e. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not hear the Senator's remark. 
M:r. HAitDWICK. I say when the Brussels Convention was 

in session nil the European scientists agreed that the natural 
advantage of cane over beets amounted to- 0.47 cent on raw 
and 0.53 cent on refined, nnd tl1erefore Mr. Lowry, the gentle
man to whom the Senator referred, always contended a~ his per
sonal view that there ought to be a duty of half a cent n ponncl. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDli~G OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
1\Ir. HARDWICK. I do. 
1\!r. SMOOT. Since the Senator has referretl to this question, 

if he will allow me a moment I will state my opinion as to the 
reason wby 1\Ir. Lowry wanted half a cent a pound duty on 
sugar. 

Mr. HARDWICK. \Voul<.l the Senator ruther do that Inter? 
I will yield before I get through. 

1\Ir. Sl\IOOT. If the Senator does not want to be inter
rupted--
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1\lr. HARDWICK. I will yield now. I have wandered from 

that point and I do not think it is in1portant. That is just my 
own opinion of Mr. Lowry's view. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia 
declines to yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will wait and state it in my time. 
Mr. HARDWICK. I will yield to the Senator in my time, 

Jmt a little later if he will permit me. 
To continue : This decision was made after the most careful 

estimates as to the cost of production of beet sugar in Europe 
and of cane sugar in the various tropical countries, and after 
carefully considering the cost of transporting the cane sugar 
across the seas and finally to the consuming centers of the 
:various European countries. 

Now, so far as the latter element, namely, the cost of trans
portation, is concerned we must remember that it is practically 
negligible when compared to similar cost of transpm·tation in 
our great country. So highly developed are these European 
countries in the matter of transportation that canals and water 
routes of all kinds intersect and traverse every part of the 
more important of them. On these canals the rates on heavy 
freight, like sugar, are so low that they are almost a negligible 
factor. As a result, German beet sugar has very little, if any, 
more protection over tropical cane than the amount of the 
duty-one-half cent per pound. On the other band, even after 
foreign sugar, cane or beet, reaches our coast there are large 
parts of our great territory that it can not reach at all with
out paying a far greater freight rate than the differential that 
the Brussels convention has fixed between European beet and 
b·opical cane sugar. The territory which· this freight-rate pro
teetion would preserve to the beet factories is far greater than 
they can possibly supply with sugar if they will supply all of the 
territory in which a reasonable profit on actual investments will 
enable them to sell. 

There are great regions of the country in the very vicinity 
of many of these factories where the freight rate on sugar is 
from 70 to 80 Cents per hundred pounds, and this is the natUI'al 
territory in which these factories can best operate and sell their 
pToduct at a reasonable profit on the actual investment and yet 
as cheaply as the consumer could buy it from anyone else. 

Now, let us see how German beet or Cuban cane could drive 
the American beet factory out of business, provided the Ameri
can beet factory is willing to content itself with a fair and 
reasonable pl'ofit on the actual investment. Let us fust take 
German beet sugar. Its cost of production, refined, is 2.415 
cents per pound. The cost of ocean freight, Ha'mburg to New 
York, and insurance is 0.12 cent per pound. This would make 
a cost of laying it down at New York, duty free, 2.535 cents 
per pound. 

To this figure, according to the sugar experts, should be 
added 0.18 cent per pound to make up the difference in grade 
between the Hamburg sugar and our beet sugar. This makes a 
total cost of 2.715 cents per pound delivered in New York. 
Now, take OUI' beet ~ugar. The Spreckles Sugar Co. (beet), of 
California, admits that it is producing it at a cost of 2.70 cents 
per pound. The Oxnard (Cal.) factory of the American Beet 
Sugar Co. is admittedly producing it at a cost of 2.81 cents per 
pound, and according to the testimony of Mr. E. U. Combs, of 
Qolorado, the Great Western SugaT Co. has produced it at a 
cost of 2.56 cents per pound. 

1\Iost of these figures can be verified by consulting page 23 of 
the report of the sugar committee. 1\Ir. Combs's figUI·es can be 
verified from the testimony taken by the committee. Now, let 
us go one step farther. The report of the sugar committee, 
taking the figures submitted by the beet factories themselves, 
found the average American cost of production to be 3.54 cents 
per pound. The difference between that figure and the German 
cost, laid down at New York, is only 0.735 cent peT pound, and 
I submit that even this difference is more than equalized by 
advantages in freight rates that our domestic producers will 
have in a territory far greater than they can supply. Besiues, 
in considering these questions, we must remember that the cost 
figures I have given to-day are simply the ex: parte statements 
of the beet-factory people, made while they were battling to 
uphold the tariff, made while they were urging that there was a 
large difference in the cost of pToduction here and abroad, and 
hence, from tbeiT standpoint, an absolute necessity to maintain 
the protective duties. Under these circumstances, I insist that, 
without refiection on any of these gentlemen, we are bound to 
take their statements with at least one grain of salt~ to con
strue their evid'ence most strongly against themselves, to accept 
the lowest rather than the highest ·or even the average figures 
they gave us. · 

Again, our domestic beet factories insist even if they could SUI'
nve competition with German beet sugar they could not sur-

vive the competition with cane from Cuba. The cost of pro· 
ducing a pound of raw rane sugar in Cubn is about two cents a 
pound. I have state<l that ah·eady. 

l\1r. NORRIS. l\!r. President--
1\Ir. HARDWICK. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 
Mr. NORRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator if these 

are not the cost figures given by the select House committee on 
sugar, of which the Senator was chairman? · 

l\lr. HARDWICK. They were given by witnes es before the 
committee and they were agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. NORRIS. It was the conclusion of the committee? 
1\Ir. HARDWICK. It was the conclusion of the committee. 
Mr. NORRIS. I should like to ask the Senator where the 

committee got the information or upon what testimony did it 
base its conclusion as to the cost of foreign sugar? 

1\fr. HARDWICK. I will tell the Senator with pleasure. We 
had there the greatest experts in the world, for instance,.. l\!r. 
Wallace P. Willett, of New York, said to be the greatest sugar 
expert in the world, and who had expert knowledge on that 
question. \Ve had other gentlemen before the committee testify
ing under oath who had large plantations and operated them 
in Cuba, Porto Rico, and Hawaii. 

1\fr. NORRIS. I should like to say to the Senator thnt my 
object was simply to bring out the source of information as to 
t11e cost of foreign sugar, inasmuch as the Senator had all'eady 
given that information as to domestic sugar. 

Mr. HARDWICK. We had absolute and direct proof. We 
had the greatest experts we could secure. We had people who 
claim to have engaged in the business either in Porto Rico, 
Cuba, or Hawaii. I think in all cases there was sworn evidence. 
I will state to the Senator that the figures I am giving have 
been the result of the most exhaustive and elaborate congres
sional investigation of this question that was ever undertaken. 

Mr. NORRIS. I hope t11e Senator does not get the idea 
that I am questioning Ws figures. I only asked for the purpose 
of bringing out all the information. I am somewhat familiru.· 
with that investigation. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I am glad the Senator gave me an op
portunity to do it I understand the Senator knows that. I 
just want to make an observation now. Let us take the situa
tion in Cuba. The cost of producing a pound of raw cane sugar 
in Cuba is around 2 cents (report sugar committee, p. 230). 
This is raw sugru.>, and to it should be added 0.5 cent per pound, 
cost of refining (report, p. 23), also approximately 0.12 cent per 
pound, cost of freight and insurance to New York, or a total 
of 2.62 cents per pound, not materially or substantially different 
from the figure at which German sugar can be laid down at 
New York, and there is therefore no mnre danger that Cuban 
competition will overwhelm any properly located, honestly man
aged, fairly capitalized American factory than that German 
competition will do so. Indeed, if the American cost of produc
tion is what I firmly believe it is, somewhere around 2.75 cents 
per pound, the difference in cost of production between Ameri
can beet sugar, on the one hand, and German beet and Cuban 
cane, on the other, is so small as to be almost if not wholly 
negligible. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
Mr. HARDWICK. I yield to the Senator. 
l\1r. SMOOT. The Senator knows, however, that in the hear

ings before the Committee on Finance of the Senate it was 
testified that they could produce sugar at $30 a ton, which· 
would be a cent and a half a pound, and as far as San Domingo 
is concerned, wherever they received an offer of $30 a ton 
they sold as little as they could; when they received an offer 
of $35 a ton, of $1.75 a hundred, they sold very freely, and when 
over $35 a ton was offered them they always sold ahead as far 
as they could. 

.Mr. HARDWICK. I suppo e the Senator is quite right about 
that. That is human natUTe. People, I take it, in all lines of 
industry do that. They try to sell at the highest prices they 
can get ~nd they hold back a."! long as they think they can get 
any more. That is true of cotton, corn, sugar beets, wheat, nnd 
everything else. 

Mr. SMOOT. I made the statement becau e of the fact thnt 
the ~en a tor was basing his estimate on the sngar cost of 2 cents 
ri. pound, which is $40 a ton in Cuba. I doubt very much whether 
sugar co ts 2 cent a pound in Cuba. 

Mr. HARDWICK. If the Senator will pardon me, I am afraid 
he has misapprehended my tatement. I was giving the co ·t of 
production. Of course they nll, foreign and domestic pro<lucet . 
make as much profit as they can out of the sale of their product 
all the time. I am merely showing whethee or not they could 
compete. 

1\lr. SMOOT. The Senator, in showing· the cost to the beet· 
sug.ar companies, had the books of tbe company before the com-
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mi ttee; they were tllrown open; all tlie· information was · given 
that could vossihly be given ; no information was kept buck ; the 
CO;:,.t to the company was given to the committee; but such -is not · 
the case in Cuba nor in any other part of the worl<l. I · may 
take occasion, if I have time to-day, to quote from Ur. Willett, 
because I think he is one of the greatest experts in the world on 
the sugar que.c:;tion. . 

.l\lr. HAHDWICK. He is one of the greatest experts in the 
world on that question. 

l\Ir. S!\IOO'.r. I know the gentleman very well, and I repeat, 
I consider him one of the best experts in the world on tlle sugar 
question. ' 

l\Ir. THOl\IAS. Mr. President--
The l'HESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
]\h·. HAHDWICK. I yield to the Senator -from Colorado. 
l\'Ir. THO~IAS. I think there is one element entering into 

the question of the cost of the. production of beet sugar. infor
mation us to which \Yas held back from the committee. My 
recollection now is thnt I was not able · to find anything upon 
the subject in the testimony. That element has reference to 
the by-prod net · from the manufacture of beet sugar, which 
:nuount to about 47t cents per ton of beets for sirup, and so 
forth. 

Mr. H.-l.HDWICK. The Senator from Colorado is right in a 
way autl he is wrong in u way. •restimony of that nature was . 
before. the committee, but I did . not include it in my estimate. 
It probably ought to be included. 

Mr. THO:\lAS. The Senator's reco1lection regarding the testi
mony is much better than mine; but in estimating the cost of 
the production of anything allowance should be made for every
thing that is of \alue either by way of a by-product or other
wise. 

Mr. HARD,VICK. I quite agree with the Senator. Probably 
the cost of producing beet sugar could be slightly lowered when 
that is taken into consideration. 

Mr. Sl\100T. 1\lr. President, in the statement made by the 
f';Ugar companies, in arriving at · the cost of sugar, I see that all 
of their expenses and all of their receipts of every name and 
nature are taken into a~count. · The books are balanced, show
ing actual cost, and if beet pulp. is sold for 25 cents a ton and 
tJ1e sirup is worked over, and a profit is derived from it, the 
muount goes into the treasury of the company ju t the same as 
receipts derived from original . sugar production. Then the 
production of the 11lant is considered in connection with the 
receipts of the company and a showing is made of exactly whrit 
the cost of prouuction of a hundred pounds of sugar beets is to 
the factory. 

1\II·. HAHDWICK. Of course, the committee was not infalli
ble; we may hnve made mistakes, and we may have left out 
~ome of ·the items of receipts from by-products suggested by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THOMAS]; but I think, in the 
main, the Senator will find that the figures we gave in regard 
to the co t of production are . substantially accurate both for 
tlli~ country and foreign conntrie . I think if the Senator will 
look into that matter carefully he will find that to be the fact. 

lllr. THOl\TAS. Mr. President-~ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Georgia 

yiel<l . to the Senntor ft·om Colorarlo? 
1\Ir. HAHDWICK. I yield to the Senator. 
~IL·. THOMAS. The Senator will pardon me for calling his 

nttent ion at this l.)Oint to the statement of Mr. Oxnard. In 
1889, when speaking of the cost of the production of sugar, he 
~aiu: 

Greater than nl! o the above as. urances of the permanency of the 
SUfWl' industty in the countr;v is th.e fact that sugar can be produced 
cheaper here than it can be in Europe 

:M1·. HA.H.DWICK. I thank the Senator from Colorado for 
the remimle1·. . 

Mt· President, there is one other phase of this beet-sugar 
question to which I want to refer before I pass on to something 
el ·e. 

But om· beet-sugar factories insist that even if it be granted 
that fuel i · cheaper here than abroad. and that their machinery 
is better than that of their foreign competitors, and that the 
factory labor cost is o small a proportion of the total cost of 
pro<lucing a pound of sugar as to be almost negligible, and 
therefore that any difference in factory wages is not an im
portant factor, that still there is one overwhelming and unan
swerable ·reason why they should have a protective tariff on 
sugar, and that reason is to enable them to pay the American 
farmer a highe1· price for his beets than be could otherwise 
get or than the farmer Of any Other COUntry gets for his beetR. 
It is tllerefore insisted that, after all, the man the duty·protects 
is the American farmer, and in his name the beneficiaries of the 

duty. attempt to call a- halt _on. th is inoveme1it to untax one of 
the great necessities of life. Let us look into this question atl<l r 
weigh it carefully. Mr. President, I sometimes think that there ' 
arc more appeals to ignorance. to passion, to prejudice, in the 
name of the American farmer than of any other name that I can 
think, unless it b~ possibly tllat of the American laborer. Why 
the intelligence and honesty of both of them should be so often . 
a_ffronted is mor~ than I can comprehend, and yet it does seem · 
to me that this particular appeal " in the name of the American 
farmer" is the most unjust and unjustifiable one that I have · 
ever heard, and I protest against it as emphatically as I cau · 
in behalf of the great masses of the American farmers through- · 
out the country, who constitute the very backbone of its pros
perity and well-being, and who demand no more than a square 
deal and an even chance to earu their living in the sunshine of 
the Almighty, unhampered by unnecessary burdens ann unfair 
discriminations against them, and demanding neither discrimi
nations in their fuvor against other people, nor special privileges 
of uny kind whatsoever. 

In the first place, take the whole body of -.American farmers 
everywhere. Have you no regard for their rights and tlici.r 
intet·ests? Do you propose to make fish out of one kind of 
farmer and fowl out of another kind? I do not believe, as I 
will undertake to show you later, that the removal of this duty 
will make it necessary for the factories to pay the farmer any 
smaller price for sugar beets, nor do I believe the beet fadories 
\Yill be Uble to_ get the beets at U . lower price, not• 'that the 
farmers will stand for such unnece sary reduction in price, but 
even if it did mean that the farmer must take a. lower pt·ice fot· 
his sugar beets, which I utterly dispute, what then? It np
peared from the testimony of many witnesses who were sworn · 
by the sugar committee and were engaged as farmers in the 
production of sugar beets in the various Western States that the 
net profits per acre of the sugar-beet farmers varied from $19.20 ' 
to $76. Taking the average of the· figures given by the fir -·t 1-1: 
witnesses on this subject, it would appear that the average net · 
profit per acre of the sugar-beet farmer throughout the ' ·e t 
was about $43.37 in the year 1911. According to the fignr~s of · 
the Department of. Agriculture, the average net profit of the 
American farmer in the production of wheat was $3.07-per :t~re, :· 
and the average net profit of the Aruedcan farmer ·eng.agetl in 
the production of corn was l;i8.15 per acre. The above averages 
do not include any allowances whatever for re.nt of lund. The e · 
are given by the department for the yeur 1909, but I uo uot · 
believe that t11e figure-· of 1!)11 or 1912 wfll materially vary 
from them. The estimate of the average net profit of the Amel"
ican farmer ·engaged in the production of cotton is not above ~G 
per acre. It is often much le ·s, but certainly never much larger. ·· 
Now, is the American farmer who makes $3.07 on his acre of 
wheat, or $6 on his acre of cottOTI, or $8.15 oh his acre of corn, 
to be taxed in order that other American farmers, Infinitely · 
smaller in number, shall be ' allowed to make $43.37 ·on an :tcre 
of beets? It is not right; it docs not appeal to our sen. c of 
fairness and of justice between man and man. 

Now, I will put into the llEconn, :Mr. President, certain forci"n 
and domestic prices paid to the farmers for their product dtit·- . 
ing the yea.r 1911, if I may have the permi ion of the Seuate 
to do so. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, permi ion 
to do so will be granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
In California the price of beets in 1911 was $u.30 per ton of IJeets 

grading 16 per cent, and a contract has been made f'll' an increase of 
75 cents per ton for the yea.r 1912. (Hearings, p. 3873.) 

In Utah and Idaho the ruling price is 5 per ton anti freight, wbicb 
makes the beets cost. delivered at the factory, over $5.60 to u.6i> 
per ton. (Hearings, p. 797.) 

In Colorado and Nebraska the price averages from $5.50 per tou 
to $6.50 per ton. (Hearings, pp. 400, 888.) 
. In Michigan and Ohio the customary contract calls for a payment 
by the factory of $4.50 per ton for beets testing 12 per cent sugar 
with 33!J cents per ton for c..'l.ch adtlitional per cent of sugar in the 
beets. with a minimum guaranty or $5 per ton. (Hearings, p. 719.) 

Compare these prices with the prices paid in Europe. Mr. Czai'Di 
kaw, of London, one of the most eminent authorities on sugar contli
tlons in the whole worlll, states that the usual price paid for beets in 
countries that a1·e parties to tbe Brus el convention-and that incl ude.· 
most of thE> beet-sugar produc:lng countries in Europe-was $5.11 to 
$5.48 per ton. Messrs. L ; Behrens & Son, or Bamburg. fix the price 
at from $5.32 to $6.70 per ton. Messrs. U. J. Merck & Co., of Ham 
burg, reporting for the district of Stettin. fix the a vera.ge price at 
$5.78 per ton. In Posen the price varied from O.u9 to 6.49, the 
average being $6.27 per ton. In llelgium and Bolland the average 
in 1911 was $5.70 per ton. 

It W1ll be noted that the American figm·es I first gave were those of 
the beet-sugar factory people and that it is difficult tf not impossible 
to find the average price paid throughout the t•ountry from those 
figures. I therefore call your ·attention to the last annual t·eport of 
the Department of Agriculture of the United States, in which It is 
stated that the average price paid. to the farmers of tbe United States 
for sugar beets for the year 1911-12 was $5.50 per short ton, and for 
the three previous years $5.35 per short ton. 

\ 
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· l\lr. · H.A.RDWICK. In that connection, and for the present 

euificution of Senators from beet-sugar States, I wish to refer 
to the following Jetter a<ldressed to the Senator from Colorado 
[1\Ir. THO:M.AS.], and used by me, with his permission. · 

In this connection, .I may state that the Frenc~t GoYernment 
bas fixed the price by statute as a war measure: 

Senator CIIARLES S. 'l'HO:UAS, 
'Ew YouK, April 10, 1916. 

· Washingto11, D. C. 
MY DEAn SE.-A-ron: The Weekly Statistical Sugar Trade Journal of 

April U, quoting from tbe "Centralblatt," states that a price for sugar 
beets In Holland has been decided upon as 24 florins ($9.6u per ton) 
for 14 per cent beets, with an auo,Yance of H florins (60 cents) for 
each degree of sugar contents abo>e 14 per cent. 

The Statistical 'ugar Trade Journal -has now glnn us the following 
sugar-beet prices for the campaign of 101G : 
Bolland- P·er ton. 

~~~ f~ ~~~ ~~~~===========·============================ ~g: gg 
Austria-Hungary ------------------------------------------ 8. 12 
}rench ~vernLDent---------------------------------------- 9.G5 German Government in Belgium____________________________ 8. 40 
United States_-------------------------------------------- 5. 5! 

llespectfully, yours, 
Fr .. !XK C. LownY, 

1\lr. Presi<leut, I think I shall soon· be ab1e to conclude what 
I wish to say on this subject. The situation that I llaye just 
been outlining to the Senate and to the country with reference 
to sugar conditions, sugar pt:ices, \Yas .the sitlwtion prior to 
the outbreak of the European war. At the outbreak of tlle 
European war comlitions changed in the twinkling of an eye, 
because the great bulk of European beet sugar 'vas withdrawn 
from the export markets of the world. 

Bnglan<l, for instance, the greatest sugar-consumiug country 
in tl1e world, next to the United States, and sometimes ahea<l 
of the United States in that respect, bought her supply of sugar 
from Germany and Austria-Hungary; but with the withdrmvul 
of se,·eral million tons of German an<l of Austria-Hungarian, 
Belgian, an<l Freuch beet sugar, a different condition came. We 
haYe been face to face with a condition like this: A consump
tion ns great as ever, and possibly greater-because soldiers re
quire an unusual amount of 8ugar-and a decreased production. 
German and other European beet fields have been planted in 
wheat and other food supplies. The great res~noirs of export 
beet sugar from Austria-Hungary, Germany, and other central 
European countries are no longer aYailable. So prices haYe 
soared; and yet, because of that condition, thoughtless gentle
men are fond of 1Lippantl:y saying: "\Vell, you reduced the 
tariff on sugar 25 per cent, but in spite of that reduction the 
price of sugar rose." Ah,· gentlemen. what an insult to the in
telligence of the people to \Yhom such obserYations as that are 
addressed. No matter how much the price rose, it would llave 
i'i ·en that much more if the duty had not been redticed. If the 
duty ha<l beeu 25 pet• cent higher, the price would baYe been 
just 25 per cent higher also. 

Not only that, l\lr. President, but I propose to put into the 
REcmw the prices takeu from Willett & Gray's Sugar Journal, 
the recognized American authority and one of the recognized 
world authorities, showing that from the time the Underwoo<l
Simmons bill went into effect until the war broke out the price 
of sugar dicl fall, and that it fell correspondingly with the 
re(luction of the duty. Of course, after the war broke out 
normal con<litions no longer prevailed; the conditions became 
abnormal, und the duty was so small a relative factor in price 
ftnctnntions that it was hardly appreciable. I nsk permission to 
ptlt that in the HEcoRn, 1\fr. President. 

The PRESIDI~G OFFICER. 'Vithont objection permission 
is gmnted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

tion, the lack of present neces ity for it, and the lack of present 
justification for the imposition of such duty. I read first from 
the Sun Francisco News Bureau of Monday, March 6, 1916: 

JI~WAIIAN SUGAR STOCKS. 
IIonolulu.-While stocks continue to climb, investot·s, speculators, and 

all persons interested in Hawaiian sugar stock or its profits, which 
means practically all the business men in the Tel'l'itory, nre wondering 
how large n part of the millions now held in reserve will be paid out 
in special dividends. That extra dividends will be declared by most of 
the companies is generally conceded on all hands, though no intimation 
of any official nature bus been given out that any such plan is in the 
wind. Dividends of from 20 to 30 per cent and even higher in some 
instauces were paid by the sugar companles during 10Ui-

This refers to the Hawaiian companies-
but without exception those on a paying basis piled up huge t·cscr>cs-

That is in addition to the dividends paid-
because of the then uncertain prospect of the sugm· I at· iff. l•'ree sugar 
is not even a remote danger, and there is no prospect of an eal'ly 
termination of the Eut·opean wat• to reduce prices. 

They are gloating oYer the soaring prices which our con-
suming masses must pay-
. With land and mills in the best condition ever known in the history 
of the industry on rhese is_Jands. and with bulging ti"easnries, it is 
held certain that big dividends will b~ paid-

Paid when? 
as soon us the bill repealing the free-sugar clause ·has safely t1assed 
Congt·ess and been signed by the Pr·esident. 

A.s soon as the bill repealing the free-sugar clause has safely 
pas. cd Congress and been signed by the_ President they will cut 
the melon, and not until then, for fear that 'Ye might have n 
glimmer of intelligence, an interval of sanity, and not do this 
thing. 

Sixteen companies had on hnnd cas~ balances totaling ~8,751,000 at 
the end of 1915. according to the best obtainable information. 

Here is another melon that is almost ripe; and as soon as this 
bill "speeds on its joyous way through this Capitol to the 
other end of the Avenue" and receiYes there the Executive 
approval, doubtless this melon also will be cut. I quote from 
the New York News Bureau of :March 30, 1916: · · 

It is understood that the GL·eat Western Sugar Co. has l.Jeen ripenln:: 
n melon that is almost ready for plucking. This company, one of the 
large ·t beet-sugar producers in the worlu, has prospereu enormously 
since the war lifted raw-sugar prices to the bJghest level of years. 
The common stock, of which there is $10,544,000 outstanding-

An(}, by the way, according to the testimony eYery dollar of 
this $10,544,000 common stock is water-
has advanced from uO last September to the present market of ~00. 

1\Ir. THOMAS. It is 206 now. 
:Mr. HARDWICK. The Senator from Colorado informs me 

that it is 206 now. 
There is likewise $13,G30,000 7 per cent preferred outstanding. the 

authorized amount of each issue being $15,000,000, 'l'he American 
l:;ugar Uefining Co. is a substantial minot·ity stockholder. 

Great Western l:iugat· has paid common dividends of u per cent since 
January, 1910. 

Not one dollar of that common stock is real value; it is all 
water. 

'l'he company issues no financial statements but it Is said on author
ity that the 191:J earnings wet·e safely over 50 per cent on the common 
stock. Foi· the cm·rent year, if sugar prices hold, the company rna~· 
easily earn $70 a share. Thm·efore, so far ns earnings alone count. 
the company could easily multiply its present dividend, but because oC 
the uncertainty regarding possiule tari!I reduction dircctot·s hRvc so far 
stifled the temptation. 

Here it is again-
But, because of the uncertainty regarding possible tari!I rctluctioa, 

directors have so fnr stifled the t~mptation. 
Tiley also were afraid. that we might _ hnxe an interYal of 

reason, that we might return to sanity and hesitate about this 
thing. . 

Average Duty· b£-ginning of the prcl"ent year and about the same amount in sugar. 

I 
Great Western · had approximately $10,000,000 cash pn hand at the 

Period in-bond Cuban paid Ase~ge It is likelv that current liauilities were small, so that the excess cur-
of weeks. price, 96° duty, 96°. price, netr&ndce, rent assets were probably equal to $200 per share on the common stock, 

raw.>. raws. re e · setting olf plants against the preferred stock issue. 
Great Western Sugar is in a position to pay a handsome extra divl

------------1-------------------- ul'nd in cash or to capitalize part of.its bulky surplus by the ueclaration 
Cents. Centa. Cents. Ccnta. of a stock dividen<l. The belief is pre-ralent that some such action is a 

1904 ...... ..•..•. ......•..•.... . 
1905 ........................... . 
1906 •...•..•.•••.••••..••.••..•. 
1907 ...•...•.•••.•... ··•·•·•··•· 
1911 ... -........... -........... . 
1913 .......................... .. 
1914 ...•.•......•. - ............ . (1) 

5 
2 

14 
6 
3 

16 

2. 091 1. 343 3. 439 4. 35 ncar-by probability. 
2.092 1.348 3.44 4.45 When? When this bill passes; after the motion of the Sena.-
~:8~ t~ ~:~3 !j~ tor from North Carolina [l\Ir. SnnroNs] shall prevail and this 
2.102 1.34 3.45 4.566 bill completes its joyous way through this Capitol to the oth(_l;l' 
2.089 1.348 3.437 4.22J end of the Avenue to receive the ExecutiYe approval. 
2·0-1 l.01 3·05 3·819 I uesire now to refer to the Hawaiian sugar companies. I 

-----------'----.:..__ __ _,_ ___ .:..__ __ ~--- quote from the San Francisco News Bureau, 1\lnrd1 10, 1916: 
-Mar. l to Junel. JIOXOKAA SUGAR EARXI!\GS. 

l\lr. HATID"-''ICK. Now, Mr. President, I 'vish to call the Honolulu-Honokaa Sugar Co. and the Pacific Sugar l\Iill, by the plll'· 
attention of the Senate to some things connected \Yith the I chase ~f 17ri,090 shares of stoc~ in the Hawailan Ir~igation Co. (Ltd .), 
People for whose benefit to the extent of GO per cent .1t ]east ~be pnc.e totalmg more. than $9<>,0.00, now own prachcnlly all the shaf~s . . ' . ' . • 1n the 1atter corporatiOn, accordtng to reports preF<enh•d to nonol ~.1 
we at·e gomg to retam the duty on sngar, thea· present s1tua- : and l'acific :::;ugar !'hareholders at their nnuual mccUng. 

LIII-418 
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I am not going to read all of this article, but I ask permission 
to print the remainder of it in the RECORD. It shows very large 
earnings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that .course 
will be pursued. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
The annual report of F. A. Schaefer, president of Honokaa, follows 

in Rart: 
' ·The cost of producing a ton of sugar was con iderably reduced, viz, 

from 65..136 to 54.242, these figures not including bond interest, etc., 
while the net profit on the crop over and above all charges was 
$161,849, which include a charge of $17,720 sinking fund on the bonds, 
which i payable to the trustees during this year. During the year the 
directors, on the authorizatiOn of the stockholder , purchased a four
sevenths interest in 122,a00 shares of the Hawaiian Irrigation Co. (Ltd.) 
for the sum of $ 1,473, paying for the same in cash. This purchase 
gives to this company and its neighbor, Pacific Sugar Mill, practically 
all of the shares of the Hawaiian lrrigation Co. (Ltd.) and is e>."Pected 
to prove very auvantageous." 

Referring to the annual report of F. A. Schaefer, president of Honokaa 
, 'ugar Plantation, refers to the fact that the cost of production was 
1·educed approximately 11 per ton. . 

Mr. HARDWICK. Furthermore, l\Ir. President, I ask permis
:;;ion to present and lla\e printed a table showing that the 16 
Ha\Yaiian comvanies dming 1916 made dividends of $8,751,000, 
~l per the list attached. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the matter 
will be printed ns requested. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
[San Francisco Chronicle, Mar. 15, 1916.] 

SlXTEE~ HAWAIIA. COlll'ANlES HAD $3,751,000 CASH ON HAND. 

tBy Charles Reniington.) 
sixteen Hawaiian sugar plantations, according to actual figures in 

some instances and estimates in others, closed the year with '8,751,000 
cash on tand. '£his fund ba been built uP. durmg the past two or 
three years in anticipation of free sugar. 1 ow, that the likelihood of 
free sugar in the next few years is practically past, . the fund will be 
kept nearly intact for tlle pur pose of meeting tllis or other unforeseen 
visci itudes. The fund, howcYel', is deemed lru·gc enough by most of 
the plantations, so that stockholders in most instances ean reasonably 
expect a full distribution of 1916 earnings, which promise to break all 
records. The amou11t of the cash balances on band December in, 1!>15, 
were: 
Ewa __ ~-----------------~-~--~-----------------------
ll::~:~ &.g~es.l~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::====-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~~~~~~~~~~~:::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::=::::::::: 

· oka ba __ -------------------------------------------
Koloa------------------------------------------------
.JUaui Agricultural------------------------------------
~IcBryde---------------------------------------------Olaa __________________________________________ · ______ _ 

Oabu Sugar ~----------------------------------------Onomea ______________________________ .:_ ______________ _ 

PepeekeO--------------------------------------------
Pioneer----------------------------------------------
\V :iial ua _____ ------___ -------------------------------
~railuku---------------------------~-----------------

$Ci!>3,000 
600, 000 

1,316,000 
550, 000 
240,000 
390,000 
90,000 

1,122,000 
71, 000 

453,000 
1, 000,000 

715,000 
400, 000 
415,000 
3!J8, 000 
400, 000 

Total------------------------------------------ 8,751,000 
:i\Ir. HARDWICK. I will next call attention to some of the 

stock quotations and show how they hnxe jumped since it ha~ 
been found that we are going to stick to this policy of protect
ing the 8ugar indu try and since the war began. 

The preferred stock ot the American Beet Sugar Co.-and the 
preferred stock, of course, has a guaranteed income attached ; it 
is pretty nearly a fixed value--was selling at 65 on March 1, 
t914, whne on February 1, 1916, I think that is the date mearit 
to be given, it was selling for $95. The common stock of the 
American Beet Sugar Co. sold for $20 a share on March 1, 1914, 
and for $68 on February 1, 1916. 

Mr. THOMAS. And it is selling for $74 now. 
Mr. HARDWICK. And it i selling for $74 now, my friend 

from Colorado sugge ts. -
The preferred stock of the Great Western Sugar Co., which 

has a guaranteed income to it, ro e from 91 on l\1arch_ 1, 1914, 
to $112 on February 1, 1916, and the common stock of the same 
company, during the same period, rose from $45 to $140, and is 
selling now for 200, indeed, for $200, as the Senator from Colo
rado [1\Ir. THOMAS] advises me. 

The Michigan Sugar Co. common stock rose from $35 a share 
March 1, 1914, to $102 a hare on February 1, 1916, and now 
it is $112, as my friend from Colorado states. 

So they all have a share in this thing. There are "melons" 
enough for all of them, but lemons only for the con umers of 
the country. 

Now. I will refer to some of the Porto Rican sugar companies. 
The South Porto Rico Sugar Co. common tock sold for $30 
l\Iarch 1, 1914, and for • 1.70 on February 1, 1916. 
- Central Aguirre Sugar Co. preferred tock sold at $35 on 
l\Iarch 1, 1914, and at 165 on February 1, 1916. Tl1e common 

Qlu for $15 on the fir t date and $167 on the second. 
::\Ir. THO:\IAS. An<l it i now selling for $181. 

Mr. HARDW):CK. And It is now selling for $181, my friend 
from Colorado suggests. 

I am not going to d€tain the ·senat~ :,1ny longer on this phase 
of the question. The " melon " is ripe; it is to be cut, and, 
although the war _hns increased immensely the price of sugar, 
we are going to add to it just a llttle bit more by r taining the 
duty of 1 .cent a pound. If we take it off, no matter to bow 
high a level the war may send the priee, we would redu-ce it 
:from that high level at least 1 cent a pound--

1\Ir. NORRIS. Mr. Pr ident--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. HARDWICK. 1 yield. 
1\fr. NORRIS. Does the Senator think so long a the war 

conditions exist the tariff has any effect on the price of sugar? 
Mr. HARDWICK. Ye..'l, sir; absolutely. That has been 

demonsb:ated mathematically. Let me give the Senator a :fur
ther an wer to that question, and I am glad he has asked it, 
for, perhaps, I have n{)t made that plain. There are many other 
considerations besides the tariff that determine the price of a 
product, such a supply and demand, and a number of other 
considerations of that character. I think I have named the 
most important. With the great reduction in the supply and no 
corresponding increase in the demand, but, on th contrary, if 
anything, an increa e in the demand for sugar, of com· e the 
price must soal', even if the tariff. remains stationary; but no 
matte.1.· how high it goes, the price will go ju t that much higher 
if you raise your tariff duty. The tariff duty is ju t that much 
more added to the price. 

On the other hand, no matter how high the price ist if you 
take the duty off sugar will go down in price that much, e\en 
from the high level where other conditions send it. Thnt has 
been repeatedly and mathematically demonstrated with special 
reference to the sugar tariff; it bas been pl'OYen by 1milisputed 
figm·es by all the greatest uo-ru· experts in the world that t11ut 
is true and that that 'has been the effect on the price of sugar 
of every tariff change that this country has made respecting 
that commodity. Of course, sugar will be high us long as the 
vmr o-oes on, becau e the world bas not the supply of beet 
sugar from central Europe from which to· ch·aw; l>ut if the 
tru·iff is raised, the price will be that much higher, and if the 
tariff is lowered the price will be that much lower. 

Well, there may he two or three views of that. The practical 
po-litician might say," Well, the war has carried the price of sugar 
so high anyhow that, even if you take the duty off, the price 
of sugar will still be higher than it ~as before the war broke 
out, and therefore the people will not know that you have done 
anything for them by reducing or removing the duty.'' But is 
that the logical way of looking at it? Is that the state manlike 
way of looking at it? Is that the way the American Senate, 
the Arneric:m Congress, and the American President ougllt to 
l{)Ok at it? If war conditions have ma.de the price of this great 
ru·ticle of food nece: sity higher than it was before the Under
wood-Simmon bill pas edt then there is all the m{)re rea.:on 
why we should reduce it a-s much as we can anti lay no tn.x 
whatever upon it. 

Mr. President, there are only one or two things more I de ire 
to say about this matter before I am ready to vote on the mo
tion of the Senator from North Carolina. 

It has been one of the favorite statements of gentlemen who 
opposed free sugar that the trust will be benefited by it. Some 
of them may not know any better. I think, however, that some 
of them ought to be informed once and for all time on that 
subject. 

Of course before you start out on an undertaking like that 
you must have it clearly and definitely understood what is 
means by "the trust.'' I do not think the Senator from Utah, 
for instance, would disagree with me that 1n the <'ommon ac
<'eptation of that term as applied to the sugar industry " the 
trust," commonly called and generally known as such in this 
country, is the American Sugar Refining Co. 

1\Ir. Sl\IOOT. I agree with that. 
Mr. HARDWICK. It is by fru· the large: t of tlle refiners, 

larger than all of its competitors combined, unles my memory 
of the figures is in error ; and while it has some acti~e com
petition and some tolerably strong competition and some honest 
comJ)etition, yet after an it towers head and shoulders aboYe 
them all, and a 1\Ir. Atkins, its president, said-he coined that 
famous phrase--" it holds the umbrella for all the rest.'' 

I have heard the statement made in this debate by Senators 
who ought to know better and who ought not to make it that 
"the trust favors free sugar.'' I want to .refer gentlemen ot 
that kind to the testimony, and I am going to read it right 
here in the Senate now. I read f1·om the h :wing~· before the 
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'Vrn·.' and Means Committee of the House of Repre~entath·es on 
the 'rnderwoou-Simmons bill when tJmt bill was pending before 
the committee of that body. 

.1\Jr. Atkins, Yice pre ·ident of the American Sugar Refining 
Co.-the trust, anu the ·only trust, I want to say to the Senator, 
af1:e1· two years' investigation, that I ha-re been able to discover 
in this industry-in testif1·ing before the 'Vays and Means Com
mittee on January 15, 1013, stated as follows: 

Mr. II.lllRISO.:-\-
l\lr. Francis Burton Harri on, of New York, then a Member of 

the House of Representatives and now Governor General of the 
Philippine Islnnlls~ was conducting the hearing, or this part 
of it-

MJ·. H.\nurso~ . I would like to ask the witness a question. 1\Ir. Atkins, 
you nre vice president of the American ~ugar Refining Co., which is 
popula rly known a s the Sugar ~·rust ? 

Mr ATKINS. It is sometimes referred to as that. · 
l\lr: IIAnmso~. Do you appear here representing the sentiment of the 

(lh·ectors of that company? 
l.\lr. ATKINS. Yes, sir; with their authority. 
l.\lr llAnmsox. Are you in favor of fl'ee sugar? 
l\Ir: .ATKIXS. I am not and my company is not. 
.:. Ir. SMOOT. l\lr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\lr. HARD,VICK. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 
Mr. SMOOT. At that same hearing I think the Senator must 

admit that l\Ir. Charles n. Heike, secretary of the American 
Sugar Refining Co .. testified--

1\I.t.:. HARDWICK. This was the testimony of l\fr. Atkins 
before the Ways and l\leans Committee of the House. 

l\Ir. S~IOOT. l\Ir. Heike was secretary of the American -sugar 
Refining Co. 

l\lr. HARDWICK. I do not want to yield to the Senator for 
that because I can state it. I am perfectly acquainted with t3:) 
facts. 

l\11' . S~100T. So am I. 
1\lr. HARDWICK. 1\Ir. Heil\:e was the :ecretary. 
l\lt·. SMOOT. That is what I say. 
l\lr. HARDWICK. He said- his personal opinion was in fa

vor of free sugar, bilt that he did not undertake to speak for 
his company; he knew his company opposed it. They always 
oppoi':ed it, and he stated be wanted it distinctly and clearly 
understood that this was only his per ·onal opinion. By the 
way, be was at outs with them then. He was not in their 
employ at that time. He had been their secretary. His con
nection with the company had been seYered then. 

1\lr. Sl\IOOT. He te. tified that he was the secretary. 
l\fr. HA.TIDWICK. I think he had severed his connection 

with it at that time. If I am in error I shall be glad to be cor
recte(l. He died soon after,varcls. He had a whole lot of 
trouble, and was indicted about some of the frauds in con
nection with the ''eighing of sugar. 

l\lr. SMOOT. He without doubt died after he testified. 
l\Ir. ILillDWICK. Of com e he did not die before he testi

fied, but I think that at the time he te tified he "·as no longer 
the secretary of the American Sugar He.fining Co. He died oon 
after that, and my recollection is-the Senator can go back to 
the hearings and wrify that--

1\Ir. SMOOT. I have them llere. 
1\It·. HARDWICK. I know; I llaYe them, too. The Senator 

says he has the hearings. Do they say that he was at that 
timC' the secretary? 

l\lt·. Sl\100T. I will turn to the testimony. 
l\Ir. HARDWICK. All right. The Senator can correct me 

if I am in error. l\ly recollection of it is that he said he had 
been secretary, and that he was no longer the secretary; that 
he no longer had any connection with the company. I think I 
am right about that, but if I am wrong it does not matter. The 
Senator can correct me either now or later on. But I know I am 
right about this; if my recollection was not correct about the 
other matter, it is about this-that when Heike expressed his 
indiYidual opinion, he said, "Why, I am a free b·ader about 
e-rerything, but I want you gentlemen to understand that this 
sentiment does not represent the po ition of my company at all, 
and nobody on this earth but me is bound by it." Now, there is 
no need of talking about· whether the trust wants free sugar or 
not. Here it i . The trust swore, through its vice president 
and its acting executiYe-it had no president, or no active one, 
at that time-that he was speaking by authority of the direc
tors and for his company, and that he ''as opposed to free sugar; 
so I do not think that the statement ought e-rer to be made 
again, in this body at least, that . the "trust" favors free sugar. 
The exact ren~rse is trne. The trust opposes free sugar now, 
nne! has nlwnys llone so. 

Now, l\Ir. President, just one other thing. "\Ve are abont to 
pa ·s on this motion of the Senator from Korth Carolina, and I 
find myself utterly unable to yote for the motion, although I 
know it is to prevail. I am willing to vote against it ewu if 
there is no vote but mine against it. I find myself unable to 
agree to the course that a majority of my Democratic collea!,"l.les 
on this side, from the Yery depths of their ignorance of this 
question, I think, in all charity to them, feel impelled to adopt. 
I believe if they understood it, as I think I know it after years 
of study, they 'vould suffer almost any penalty, I ha-re such a 
high opinion of each and eyery one of them, before they 'vould 
do any such thing as this. In my judgment they surrender the 
very citadel of the Democratic tariff position by any such ac
tion as this; and, feeling that way about it, it is im11ossible for 
me to join in any such surrender. 

I have spoken all over my State in favor of free ·ugar. At the 
request of the Democratic National Committee I was sent during 
the last campaign to many places where it \Yas thought that a 
sugar argument would pro-re potent, to plead for the election 
of a Democratic President and a Democratic Congress, and to 
giYe free sugar as one of the reasons why we ought to elect 
both. I find it impossible, therefore, to yield my convictions on 
this subject. They are as strong as it is possible for human 
conyictions to be. They are matureu after years of study and 
years of inYestigation. I ha-re no criticism and no feeling of 
lmkindness toward my colleagues, Democratic or Republican, 
who feel that they must join in this moyemt:nt and help "speed 
this bill in its joyous passage" through this body. For one, I 
simply can not do it; and I would that we still had in this body, 
on both sides of this aisle, more Senators 'vho would join me in 
this effort to stand by the real interests of the consuming masses 
of the American people. 

When this same l\Ir. Atkins was te tifying before the special 
committee of the Hou ·e, of whlch I had the honor to be chair
man, and we asked him whr not haYe free sugar, he ventured 
this obser-ration : 

They have neyer been able to get a reduction of the duti<' s on sugar 
for this reason. There are 17 States in the Union pro«lncing IJ<'I't 
sugar. Every one of these States has two Senators. There are 3-1 
Senators and every one of these Senators is a Republican. • • . * 
They ha~e never had an opportunity to get that reduction down. The 
probability is that they cnn not get any reduction now (lVll) in the 
face of such strong opposition us that is. 

So that the head of the Sugar Trust saill at that time, in 1911. 
that there were 34 rea ·ons why we .could neither get free sugar 
nor get a material reduction in the duty on sugar from this Con
gress-34 reasons, 2 Senators ench from 17 beet-producing States. 
That was his observation. Is he right? 

Ail, l\Ir. President, · the great men of this country, the men 
who have written its great tariff laws in the past, eYen "·hen 
they did not agree with my party, e\-en when they did not holu 
the views that I hold and occupy the po:ition tlmt I occupy on 
this great question, were not in:ensible of the country's r£'nl 
interests in respect to it. 

When William McKinley repol'tetl the l\lcKinley bill to the 
House of Representatives he ~aid {)n the floor of tl1at body ou 
l\f ay 20, 1800 : 

I would have prefcned. l\lr. Chairman. if the article of sugar eoultl 
have been left in the taritr schedule upon the dutiable Ust. This, bow
ever, was not practicable in the prescncq of an _almo ·t unl~crsal _ ~Pnti
ment in favor of the removal of the entire duties upon this artJclo of 
uni>ersal family use. 

l\lcKinJey said he would like to keep it on the <lutinble list, 
but it was nQt practicable, because the American peo·ple would 
not permit it-eYen then, in 1890." 

In tl1e same debate the gentleman from Maine, 1\Ir. Dingley, 
used this expression: 

The duty collected on sugar and molasses the last fiscal year was 
$55,975,610, or nearly 2 cents per pound. Adding to this the -increased 
cost of 275,000,000 pounds of sugar produced in this country:. equiva
lent to the duty of 2 cents per pound. and the' duty imposed on these 
articles was practically a tax of $63,500,000, ot· $1 per head, on the 
people of this countrv. 

Inasmuch us there is scarcely anoth<'l' article of common use not 
now on the free list which can not be promptl,v produced or made her·e 
nearly or substantially to the extent of our wants, the transfer of 
sugar and molasses to the free list will afford conspicuous relief to the 
people of this country. 

l\lr. President, l\fr. Dingley was frank. He admitted that you 
added the amount of duty to the price of every pound of sugar, 
domestic as well as foreign, that \Ya n consumed in this country. 

Again I read from another distinguished Republican of long 
and honorable sen·ice at the other end of this Capitol, Hon. 
JosEPH G. CANNON, of Illinois, who on i\Iny 20, 1890, said, ·when 
the McKinley bill was up: 

M1·. Chairman, the placing of sugat· on tile fr<'c list will relieve each 
inhabitant. rich and poor, ot' 1 per annum of tax . and at least GO cents 
of <'xtot·tion levied by lhc sugar refiners. 
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'I he gentleman from California asks, Why give a bounty to the pro
dnce•·s of !:lUgar in the U'tlted States? Well, I answered my ft•iend, Lam 
not anxious to g1Ve a no unty if you do not want it. My principal 
anxie ty is to place sugar on the free list anq relieve the people from 
this great burdPn of taxation. 

In 1894, when the Senate amended the Wilson bill, the late 
Senator Allison, of Io~;va, said on this floor on June 8, 1894: 

If I had my way, I would strike from this bill every vestige which 
n rovides a duty on s•1gar. 

l\Ir. President, if r_ stand alone in this matter I am opposed 
to the motion made by the Senator from North Carolina. I:f. 
we need r:ev::-nue. we can go to many other places with far more 
fio lity to Democratic principles to raise it than to this common 
necessHy of life. If we need a revenue and can get it nowhere 
eJ e except from sugar, then we ought to provide that every 
<lollar that we wring from the necessities of our people shall 
go into the Public Treasury, and not a. penny of it into private 
po<:'lwts. 

I\lr. OTI' E.N. Mr. President, I bel!eve the Government of the 
UnHPtl Stntes will be obliged to raise a very large amotmt of 
additional r<"Yenne in carrying out the policy of preparedness; 
bu t in doing so I believe it is the duty of the RepreSentatives 
of the people ln Congress as embled to raise this revenue where 
it \viii be feltt the lea t, to raise it from the gigantic fortunes 
Wflirb under our ystem of go•ernment have grown up in this 
ountry. I think we should have a progre h~e inheritance tax, 

::v they- have in every one of the European countries, and from 
that sour-ce we ought to raise not les · than two hundred millions 
per annum, and in that way meet the cost of preparing to defend 
this country and the wealth of tbis country. 

It is a character of tax which will fall without oppression 
upon any person in the Republic. It certainly will not wound 
the feelings of the individual who has accumulated a gigantic 
fortune from whatever source, be it n·om the unearned incre
ment or 1Tom the development of monopolies or the manipula
tion of the· stock e-xchange, beeause be is dead; ce1'tainly it will 
not wound iue feelings of the man who leaves the estate, be
cau e he lla . . pa ·. e<l beyond the point where he has any care 
one \Vay or the other for· the possession of property. He has 
gone to a country to which he can not transfer· his control over 
material thing . It will not wound the feelings of his heir , 
for the reason that when a man receives an inheritance of a mil
lion dollars he will not very closeJy measure whether or not 
the GoYernment has taken over n small percentage of that vast 
inheritanee. 

We have in this country estates whicl1 go into (he hundreds 
of millions C\f dollnr ; and I believe we ought to impose a tax, 
not upon the food of the people of this country but upon these 
gigantic estates. I do not wish to see this tax levied upon the 
breakfast table-to use tbnt figure of speecl1-when just to that 
degree it reJieves great e tates from a tax which a wise public 
policy wouJ(] impose upon them in any contingency. These es
tates bave- been growing so large that we have already reached 
a point in this Nation where a just public policy ought to abate 
tllem as containing within themselve · and their pro peetive 
growth a menace to the peace and to the liberty of other men. 

When a man has in his estate a thou and millio-a dollars and 
cau transfer it to a single individual. it is difficult for the 
human imagination to look forward und ascertain how great 
these fortunes will grow under a law permitting the perpenw 
life of corporation ; and when U:ey grow in this way they in
volve the materiaJ llornination by their owners over the lives 
and over the happines · of hundTeus of thousands and of mil
lions of other people without any adequate control by law. I 
think the liberty of the world and the happiness of. the- world 
require that there shall be some decent limitation put upon 
t11e <langerom: accumulation of property. 

I regret Yery much that this issue has arise-n; and I believe 
that tbe country ought to understand that we can raise these 
funds from the e gigantic estates and remove this tax from the 
food of the people of this counh·y ; and I want to express my 
enmest opposition to any tax on sugar, though I realize that 
the demands on the Treasury are so great that many of my col
leagues are persuaded they can not escape the demand for the 
tax on sugar. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I want to say only a word. 
I unuerstand other Senators desire to speak on this subject but 
I can not let this opportunity go by without paying tl:ihute to 
a very distinguished Member of this body, in view of this vote 
about to be taken. 

Men of various attainments secure seats in the Senate. Some 
are particularly noted for wisdom, others for oratoTy, a few f.or 
1ooks [laugllter]; but there is one Senator here. able, affable, 
brilliant, and likable, who, when this vote is taken tn-day, mnst 
be crowned as the o~ly reaUy- successful _pr ophet' of the Senate. 

I remember a very warm September evening when the dis
tinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] was referring 
to the record of th8 Democratic Party and taking to task ratller 
severely the distinguished senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
RANSDELL], who is the Senato1· I have in mind, be • use of· the 
position the distinguished Senator from Louisiana was taking 
at that time as- to the sugar tru'i.ff. The Senator from Louisiana 
said: 

In conclusion, Mr. President, without claiming the giit of prophecy, 
I sa.y unhe itatlngiy that to my jwlgmen.t. before the three years have 
rolled arvund whicll will pla.ce sugar upon the free list. <lismantlc the 
factories of Louisiana, condemn thousanrls of people there who are now 
in easy cir0un;s tance to poverty g.nd distress, and bring ruin upon a. 
great many engaged in sugar pt·oductloo m our Western , ' tates, Hawaii, 
and Porto Rico. the Democi·atic Party will bear from the people of 
this Nation in no uncertain tones. 

1\Ir. President, the three years have not a. yet expired, but 
the prophecy made at that time by the distinguished Senator 
from Louisiana is now to be fulfilled. The. brilliant and ot·a
torical Senator from Kentucky [Mr. JAMEs] at that time re· 
ferred to the fact that the Senator from Louisiana was heaued 
toward the Republican Party, and now it appears that the Demo· 
era tic Party almost en rna- e on this_ protective-tariff que tion 
is headed toward the Republican Party: While the Republican 
Party has not as much room now as it had in 1912 and is be· 
coming more crowded every day, it still has plenty of room to 
welcome all these distinguish-ed! conve11:s to the protective-tariff 
policy. 

I wish I had time in this connection to refer more in extenso, 
in a perfectly good~natured way-because I am rather enjoying 
tllis matter-to the speech made by the distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. J"AMEs]. He is one of the great orators of 
this body and of the country. He referred that evening, w ith 
the galleries crowded, to the speech of the temporary chairman 
at Baltimore for free SU'"'ar, an<l to his own speech nt Baltimore 
in which he referred to free sugar, which seemed to have been 
received with applause from tile convention. He said, in sub
stance, as I remember, that tile Democratic Party was going to 
lift one lmndreu and forty millions of taxation from the backs of 
the people by giving them free sugar; that this meant 140,000 
homes for the poor Utboring men of this cormh·y, homes valued 
at a thousan<l dollars each--and· now what is going to become of 
all these 140,000 homes that our good ' Democratic friends were 
going to save to the laboring p-eople of this countt·y? 

He said, among other things: 
For 125 years-

Referring, I snppo e, to the sugar people-
the1 have had their hands in the pockets oL the American cons1.1 mer, 
takmg ju!!t a · Httle; that i~; all. .Just a. little t'rom ea.ch of 20,000,000 
breakfast tables : just 2 C(>nts upon each pound of sugar tha.t the poor 
man carried home: tha.t is all. ·• But it is just a. little, a.nd therefore 
you ought not to stop us t'rom petty pilfering." 

That is' the language, he assumed, of those who were pil fer
ing. 

There are many interesting parts to this speech, which is 
worthy of the car-eful perusal of every one. I am surprised 
that the Senator from Kentucky. has not appeared, before this 
terrible outrage is commmmated_ and sugar restored to a pro· 
tective tariff basis, in time to "snve the child." 

The Senator fr.om Montana [Jllr . . MYERsl also elucluated, irr a 
speech previous to that time, some views on this subject. It 
seemed he had received a telegram from the Commercial Club of 
1\Ioore, Mont., advising him to stand pat for a proper protection 
of the sugar. and wool indu tries. The telegram says : 

Standing par tor a proper prQtectton of the wool and suga.r iodu ·
try will be appredat.ed by your <'OB.Stituents in this vicinity. 

The- Senatnr from ~ontanu put' in the REco:nn of that dnte, 
May 16, his re:ply tD this commercial club. 

I assure yuu-
He said, among other things-

that r a.m standing- pat. but 1 am standing pa.t for the people. I 
must respectfully decline to tand • pat J:o.rr the protection of the wo.ol 
or sugar mdustry or a.ny. otb<.>r special interest- enjoying special prlvi· 
leges for thu benefit of the few at the expense of the man y. " " • 
I can not surrender- my convictions. 

In one of the speeches of the distinguished Senutor from 
Kentucky- [Mr. JAME 1 on thi~ subject he referred to the posi
tion of the· President on tlli matter. He sai<l also that this 
infant was 124 years old; that it wns ready to L>e weaned. 
Now, they have added three years more to its age; it is 127 
years old. and why sllould ·it not be· weaned now? A.nd be re
ferred to the President writing: upon the color l:wce of the 
Democratic Party : 

No comproniise ·: I am s-eeking rione; I ask none; I want none. 
for free sugar anq I am fot· free wooJ. · 

lam 
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Oh, consistency, tho·u art a jewel1 but thou art ·not found in the situation. Thereupon we -abandoned our stand and grace-

the Democratic Party. fully or otherwise accepted that of the House conferees. 
Be also said: Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will permit me, he certainly 
The President, Woodrow Wilson, has been denounced as a dictator. does not want to misrepresent the matter in saying that we had 

Why? Because he has dared to stand for the faith as wrltt~n in our one conference. 
platform. • • • Because he believed in and advised ln favor of M TH01\"AS C ta• 1 t 
free meat and free bread and tree sugar and free wool he is de- r. ~u • er rn Y no · 
nounced as a dictator. But the American people will answer at the Mr. 'SIMMONS. We had repeated meetings for a week. 
ballot box and say, "If that be dictation, then long live the dictator Mr. THO.MAS. I accept the Senator's con-ection. .SeYee~'ll 
who stands for that doctrine in our American life." meetings were held, but they all began and ended the same way. 

Where is that doctrine now? Ask of the winds that far find We did not stand by our guns. 
nenr strew the broken planks of the Baltimore platform. How~ver, ·what I wish to emphasize is that Republican 

And so, Mr. President, I might go on and refer to the other prophecy regarding the outcome .of Democratic caucuS('s has not 
parts of these speeches. They are worth reading. And we find only miscarried, but we have reached a period when the Repub
our Democratic friends now embracing protection to sugar. 1 lican minority proposes to accept the dictates o-f a Democrntic 
say this in no spirit of criticism. I am glad they have dis- caucus and vote in accordance with its requirements. Whether 
covered that changing conditions in life call for changed eco- the fulfillment of the prophecy of the Senator from Louisin~'l 
nomic policies; that free trade, while beautiful in theory, is not is worse than the miscarriage of the oft-repeated prophecy of 
best for our country-and we have had a great many doctrines the other side I will not attempt to determine. 
along the lines of the "new freedom" set aside. We find free l\11·. OLIVER. 1\Ir. President--
toll in the Democratic platform set aside; free sugar now set 1\Ir. THOMAS. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
a ide; free silver sometime ago set a ide; free trade, which l\1r. OLIVER. I simply wL<;h to nsk the Senatm· whether the 
will probably be hereafter entirely set aside. measure as now proposed emanated from n Democratic caucu . 

All these children of Democracy seem lost in the wilderness I was not ·aware of it. 
of the "New Freedom." No more should their platforms de- Mr. THOMAS. I supposed e>errone knew that. 
nounce all protectton as fraud and robbery. Let the "St. 'Louis 1Y11·. OLIVER. We rlo not know anything that happens in the 
platform at least except sugar. They can not be blamed for · caucus on the other side. 
what they are doing. They are acting wisely; and when 1\lr. THOl\IAS. Not always, but frequently; and when we nrt 
Democracy acts wisely let us give them due credit. We ought agreeably to the Republican purpose the news is apt to trnvel 
to congratulate them and not iind fault with them, and I am pretty fast. 
sure w~ do not. We join with them beca11Se we believe in the 1\fr. President, I gjmply have ·a word to add. I did not intend 
doctrine of a protective tariff; and as they are becoming con- to speak at all again upon this subject, but inasmuch as I am 
verted in great numbers and marching down the aisle to the upon my feet I will refer to the capitalizatio-n of the beet- ugar 
mourners' bench-" hitting the trail," so to speak-we caD al- companies, and I do that in view of certain statements macle 
mo&'t in imaginatian hear the chon· as it sings: I by my very genial friend, the senior -senator from Michigan 

While the lamp holds out to burn [Mr. SMITH], a few days ago. I may concede, so far as the prin-
Protectlon Dentocrat.; may return. ' -ciple 'Of tbe thing is concerned, that it makes no differen('C 

lHr. THOl\IAS. Mr. President, 1 have enjoyed the remarks of 1 whethe1· $1 or $100,000,000 is invested in the enterprise, although 
my distinguished friend from lowa [1\Ir. KENYoN] quite as much the larger the amount the more serious would be the evil con
ns any Republican possibly could. Indeed, I have been cheered I sequences of a given line of legislation if injury were to ilow 
by the fact that the Senator has found a prophet in 1srael1JPon from it. It must haYe been upon that theory that the sum total 
tllis side of the Chamber. grew so largely in the vision of the Senator from Michigan. If 

I remember the debate very well to which the Senator re- my memory serves me aright, he told the Senate that some
felTed. I was much interested in it, and deprecnted it some- thing like $100,000,000 l1ad been im·ested in the sugar-beet in
what as a controversial matter between two good Democrats. dustry in the United State . The Senator from Utah [Mr. 
I confess I did not at the time pay much attention to the SMOOT] made the suggestion that it was \ery much more than 
prophecy of my friend from Louisiana, and it had not dawnecl that. I made some inquiry of the Senator from Michigan as to 
upon me that be was inspired until my attention is called to · the foundation for this statement, because my own investigations 
i1 by the Senator from Iowa. in -regard to the subject did not justify the conclusion. 

That prophecy. however, l\Ir. President, has had its fulfillment 1 think that unless all the water that has been poured into 
1n a great world-wide -calamity, the causes -Of which have beet-sugar capitalization is to be censidered as money actually 
been a subject of some Rpeculation to me until now. In view, Invested, the as ertion of the Senator from l\lichigan can not 
however, of what the Senator has said, I perceive in the Euro- be -su tained by the facts. I inTestigated this subject thoroughly 
penn war a manifestation of divine displeasure ·against ·the ·some three years ago, and in a speech in September, 1913, upon 
Democratic tartff, for it is that which prompts the action which the general subject of protection to sugar I consi<lered that as 
the Senate is about to take. It 'is somewhat 1·emarkable, too. of prime importance to the gen~ral propositi-on. I then stated 
that the U-bont contro\ersy between the United :States and my conclusion, as follows: 
Germany culminated at a psychological moment, thereby f01·c- · The cost of beet-sugar mills was formerly placed by manufacturers 
ing tl1e hand of the Democratic majority and requiring it to of sugar-mill machinery and by the sugar men at $~.000 per ton of 
>Continue the duty upon SU"ar indefinitely becrruse the Govern- I slicing capacity. There -was no guestton about it 10 or 15 yea.rs ago. 

. o ' . .That figure then seemed to be - ufficiently large, notwithstanding the 
ment needs the re,enue. f fa<:t that most of the machinery then employed in the industry was im-

' eri1y my ' friend should rejoice, not _only because he thinks , ported _fro~ Germanr. OUT manufacturers at that time had not reached 
Democrats are co-ming to the ,attenuated Republican fold but , the pomt J? J)roducbon where 1.hey wer-e able to . upply th.e ~and 1or 

. . . . . such machinery. A thousand dollars p.er ton sllcrng .capacity, therefore, 
al·o because of thiS proTrdenhal mterference rn behalf of pro- seemed then to be ample. .But since then other sugar men ha;e esti
tection, forcing the hand of its Democratic opponents and irn- mated the cost of sugar factories at $1,250 to $1,500 per ton of slicin~ 
pelling them to assume the inconsistent but, in the opinion of ' rapacity. 
the Senator from Iowa, the very happy position of :protection I then referred to 1\Ir. Blakey, who was an(] is a stan(lm·<l 
apostasy. . rmthor on the subject, and quoted from him as follows: 

But, l\lr. President, there is another unexpected outcome in ' The capitalization per ton of dally slicing capacity in 1889 was 
thiB ~ituation, not a fu11lllment but the overthrow of prophecies 1,097; in 1904, $1,502; and in 1909, $2,458. 
monotonously uttered upan the· -othe1· side of the Chamber. I · ·This progressive increase of cost occurred in the estimates 
ret:all that during the discussions gver the tariff in 1913 tlle • notwithstanding the fact, 1\lr. Pre ident, that .the cost of mn
D~ .. mocratic caucus received ~onstant and universal denuncia- i rchinery to the beet-sugar manufneturers was decreasing insteat1 
tion at the hanus of Republicans who abhor caucuses but de- . of increasing, the demand being supplied more and more, ftnd 
light in conferences. 'l'hen and many times since they pTedicted finally altogether, by American manufacturers. 
that tbe people wouHl rise up against the caucus and consume 1 There were 7G companies at this time, as reported by the 
it in the fierc2 fire of their indignant wrath. But no such . Hardwick committee. This wns January, 1913. Their total 
catastrophe lm occurred or is likely to occur. Quite the con- daily slicing capacity was 63,550 tons. This represents an in
trarr. \estment of capital, at $1,000 per ton, of $63,500,000; at $1;250 

We have hnc1 two caucuses recently upon this ~ubject. The -per ton, $79,437,500; at $1,500 per ton, $93,325,000. The total 
first committe<l the Democratic Party to the extension of the ' ca-pitalization -was $141,410,000. 
duty for four years, and we acted accordingly. Almost imme- : 1\fr. President, I think there can be no question but that uO 
diutely after the conference committee had its meeting with t per cent of the capitalization of -one hundred aud forty minion 
tlte House 1\IPmbers, who di<l exactly what we knew th~y would i and odd dollars then invested in beet-sugar factories was water. 
-<lo. They in i ted upon their o.wn provision and refused to ' pm·e and simple, and 1 hn\e no doubt in my own miiHl thnt t11e 
recede. Thereupon another caucus was called and informed of pToportion is _really greater. For example, the Great 'Vesterll 
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, ugar Co., capitalized for $15,000,000 preferred stock and $15,-
000,000 of common stock, which last is admittedly water, repre
. ·ents us preferred stock the capitalization of the constituent 
companies at the time of their consolidation in the present 
organization. 

To show how this preferred stock was watered through the 
sub idiary concerns I need only to refer to one of them, the 
Sterling Sugar Co., of Colorado. Its equipment was second hand 
and secured from a Saginaw factory in Michigan. It cost the 
Sterling Co. $300,000. Its slicing capacity was 600 tons per day, 
and probably cost $600,000 originally. That concern was 
thrown into the combination at one and a half million dollars ; 
that is, one and a half million dollars of the $15,000.000 of the 
preferred stock of the Great \Vestern Co. The $600,000 was 
inc1·ea ed 150 per cent before it was merged into the preferred 
stock of the existing company, which regards that stock as 
representing money actually invested. 

The notorious disproportion between the preferred an<l the 
watered stock of the American company is, of course, familiar to 
very Senator. 

Now, let me refer for a moment to the United Stutes Sugar 
& Land Co., located at Garden City. That represents an actual 
investment of $900,000, but it is capitalized for $8,000,000, an 
amount so fur in excess of the actual investment as to be star
tling even in these days. I have the word of a very prominent 
official of the Great Western Co. regarding the subject to 
\Vhich I am now referring. Speaking of the attempt of the 
arne people to establish a factory at Sheridan, Wyo., and of 

his desire to do away with the possible competition resulting 
from such an establishment Mr. Boettcher, in writing to Mr. 
::\forey, says: 

But 1 fear I will not be able to do anything with them, us they tell 
me they huve solu their common stock of the Garden City plant, which 
they ure now building, at $50 per share and upwurd. They frankly 
ndmit that this common stock is nll water und does not represent any
thing; that !s the way they are making their money. They feel they 
ean do the same thing in Sheridun and claim they have a. ready sale 
for theii· common stock. Most of their stock is sold. 

Now, let me refer for a moment to the Michigan Sugar Co., 
which is one of the organizations in the. Senator's own State 
and in which the American Sugar Refining Co. is a large stock
holder. It has a daily slicing capacity of 5,450 tons. Its actual 
cost was about $5,GOO,OOO. It is capitalize(} at $12,500,000, and 
the company's balance sheet for 1913 gi\es good will as a con
. ideration for $5,000,000 of its water. Its good-will item was 
Yalued. in previou years at $!300,000 on1y. 

I think, :Mr. President, I have calloo attention to enough spe
cific in tances to ju, tify the contention that in. tead of $100,-
000,000 or $141.,000,000 of actual cash inYested in this business 
50 per cent of that amount is a \ery liberal estimate. This 
capital has been paid back twice over since the e compunle~ 
were forrneu and their water is selling abo'Ye par. We are now 
about to donate to these companies, so richly watered and well 
endowed, the power to levy a tax in<lefinitely hereafter upon the 
consuming millions of the United State. of 1 cent per pound on 
. ugar m:mufactured by them, or , 43,000,000 per year, an amount 
of money equiYalent to 43 per cent of $100,000,000 anu 30 per 
cent of $141,000,000, the only compensation for 'vhich is the 
collection of a silnilar amount upon the sugar that is imported 
from other countries to make up the <leficiency and which. is 
paid into the Trea ury of the United State . This is unneces
sary. It is wrong. It is without justification. 

}i'or my part I can not afford to cast my Yote now differently 
ft·om the millrner in which I cast it in September, 1913, upon 
thi.s question. For my part, Mr. Pre ident, I can not resist the 
<:oncln ion tllat th~ goYerning motive for this legi lation is not 
a necensity for reYenue, because if it were so we ,..-ould substitute 
for this net nn ex:ci8e 1;.,'1.X of 1 cent a pound upon all sugars. 
<lome ·tic an<l foreign, and thereby realize a re\enue of $86,-
000,000 pem· ~-ear to meet om· constantly increa ing needs, ewry 
dollar of whicll would go to the Government. 

1\fr. PresidAnt, I can not by any system of reasoning of which 
I am capable of untler. tanding ju tif-y the ncce ity of changing 
our position simply because conditions are changed which re
~uire a continuation of tllis reYenue. If that position is correct. 
we ought to rc tot·e the duties 011 wool becnuse we need the 
money. If om· po ition is correct, we ougllt to restore" the duty 
on iron and tecl and upon all the other auditions we haYe made 
to tile free list. It i. not correct. :Mr. President, and tile mus~e~ 
of tbi country will 11ot nee pt it as correct, albeit my friend 
the Senator from Iowa is so ready and so wil1ing to welcome 
to the <leplete<l rank of his mvn party the former conquering 
Jwsts of democracy. But he wi11 not get them. 

Kow, 1\Ir. President, I have aid all I cm·e to say. I huve 
already tre~1)a . ed too long upon the vntience an<l the time o~ 
the Senate. I hall occasion to e:x""Press my Yiews upon this sub-

ject when the bill was before the Senate for consideration. 
There are other Senators who wish to be heard and who have a 
greater claim than myse11 upon the remaining time for · this dis
cussion. 

Mr. SMOOT. 1\lr. Presi<lent, I do not inten<l to-day to enter 
into a general discussion of the necessity of the tariff upon sugar, -
nor will I take the time of the Senate to state the reasons why 
the sugar industry of this country is more than prosperous at 
this tune. I am not going to deny that the sugar companies of 
the United States are making exorbitant profits at this time, 
more than they ever dreamed of making, and that the divi<lends 
they will pay in the near future will be such that the American 
people would not submit to if the American people did not know 
the actual reason for it. 

There is not a Senator who does not know that the condition 
of the world brought about by war is the cause of the exh·eme 
high prices asked for sugar. It is for that ·reason, Mr. President, 
and that only, that the sugar companies of this country arc as 
prosperous as they are to-day. 

I believe that all the sugar companies of the country ought to 
divide a part of the profits that they are making to-day with 
the farmers who raise the beets, and I am very proud to say 
that the sugar companies of my own State and of Idaho have 
given to the beet growers a part of the extra profits that llave 
been made by thern .brought about by the conditions existing in 
the world to-day, for they declare- . 

Mr. THOMAS. 1\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS. I think that the States the Senator has men

tione<l constitute honorable exceptions to the general rule. There 
are no increases that I know anything about in my State. 

1\Ir. SMITH of 1\Iichigan. While the Senator from Colorado 
is giving his testimony I desire to give mine. They are paying 
the highest prices for beets in my State ever paid. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. The way the officers of the Utah and Idaho 
~:.ugar companies proceeded to give the beet gt·ower a part of the 
profits was to give each grower a given number of pounds of re
fined sugar for every ton of beets produced by him during the 
year. That was done without solicitation, and I hope to see it 
<:ontinued as long as the price for sugar continues as high as it is 
at the present time . 

1\Ir. HARDING. Mr. President--
The PRESIDL~G OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utall 

yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
. Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 

1\lr. HARDING. I only want to ask the Senator from Utah 
if he is aware that all contracts with the cane growers of the 
Hawaiian Islands are fixed on a basic price of ugar in New 
York according to the advance in the market? 

1\fr. S~fOOT. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that I 
am aware of it. I was only speaking of the beet-sugar industry 
in this country at present, and I have not the time to go into the 
question of production of cane sugar in Hawaii. 

1\Ir. President, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HAnDWICK] 
bas tried to make it appear that 1\Ir. Claus A. Spreckels is work
ing for the interest of the people and wanted the duty on sugar 
removed because of his love for the people. On July 21 nnd 22. 
1913, in addressing the Senate on the subject of sugar, I quoted 
from the testimony of 1\Ir. Spreckels in substance us follows : 

The beet-sugar growers make the competition severer all the time. 
I have been carrying on a campaign to r educe the tarifr, which is not 
beneficial to the cane-sugar refiners. I want fr ee trade. 

On August 12, 1913. 1\Ir. Spreckels atl<lre ed a letter to me, 
as follows: 

Ron. REED SMOOT, 

FEDERAL Sr:G.AR REFrxrxa Co., 
S~HTH & SCTT l PPEU , .A GEXTS, 

138 Front {~treet, New Yor l.:, August U , 1913. 

Senato1· [1·om Utah, Wa-shington, D. 0. 
Sm: I note in a speech that you made in the Uuitl:'d States Senate 

on July 21 und 22 you quote me a s saying: " The beet-sugar gr owers 
make the competition severt' r a ll the timt' . I have bl:'en carrying ou a 
campaign to reduce the ta riff, which is not benefi cia l to the cant..'
sul!ar r efiners. I want free trarte." 

kindly state your authority for mn.king this a ssertion. 
Respectfully, 

C . .A. SrnEC KELS. 

I answered that letter August 14, 1913, ns follows: 
WASHIXGTO~, D. C., August 14, 1913. 

Mr. C. A. SPRECKELS, 
Federal Sugar R efinmg Co., 

138 Ft·ont Street, N ew Yorl;_. N. Y. 
Sm: I am il! receipt of your letter of Augu st 12, 1!)13, stating that 

you note in a speech that J delivered in the United Rta.tes Senate on 
:J·uly 21 anti 2~ I quote you as saying: " The b~et-sugar growers make 
the c·orupetition severe~· all the time. I have been carrying on a cam
paign to reduce the tariff, which is not beneficial lo the cane-sugar 
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refiners. r want free trade.:~ You ask rme to kindly sta.te- myauthorit;y 
for' mat."ing- this assertloll'.. I gl:adl du- as you. request and. referr you 
to your testimony giveJl1 before the. Rardwic~ committee, with refer 
ence to the sugar tarifl'. 

On page 2269 the followlng ·questions ~re askcd:'you: by Mr. IliND1;, 
and your answer likewise 41ppea.rs: · 

" Mr. HINDS. And they L the· beet-sugar people} make. the com~eti-
tion severer, if it is competition? · 

"Mr. SPRECKELS. Yes. 
" Mr. HINDS. Continually? 
"Mr. SPRECKELS. ·Yes. sir. They have freqpently come as farr as 

Pittsburgh ... ' (C. A. Spreckels, 22G9.) 
On page· 227o appe~trs the following : 
"Mr. HINns-.: Mr. Sprl'Ckels, you. ha.ve been carrying· oiL a... campa.ign. 

to reduce the tarilf as beneflcial to. the cane-sugar r.efi:ners? 
"Mr. SPRKCKELS. r have. 
" l\Ir. HINDS. Of course; that will be da:maglng to the beet-sugar 

refiners? 
"Mr. SPRECKELS~ To some extent· it. will." (C. A.. S.preekcls~ 2275.•) 
The following appears on pages 227Tand 2278 : · 
"Mr. HINDs~ In other wordS, perhaps, you would take · it [the 

tarifl'] o.tr; would ym:rnot, and ·have free •trade? 
•• Mr. SPRECK&Ls. I -wvuld h.a.ve free trade. 
"Mr. HINDS. Yon would have free trade in sugar? 
"Mr. SPRRCKELS. Absolutely." (C. A~ Spreckels, 2277' ana 22'T8•.) 
This is my authority fo~~- making" the statement I did in:..m speech 

Respectfully, 
REED SltOOT. 

lUr. SMITH of l\1ichignn. Who signed the letter.? 
1\Ir. SMOOT. r signed the letter in answer to the dem:ind 

of 1\Ir. Spreekel to know- by ·what authority r made' the state
ment attributed to him in the Senate on Julx 21 and 22. 1913J 
The Senate will notice that I quoted his exact. words. 1 never 
recei\ed a letter from 1\lr. Snreckels ia answer to my Iette1.~ of 
August 14; 1913. 

1\!r. SMITH of l\lichigun. If the S-enator will · permit me, I 
think it is notoriously true that e\ery sl1ipment of sugru: made 
by the Spreckel conce1.·n for a long period preceding the free
trade bill contained a circular in favor of free sugar. 

lllr. SMOOT. There is net any que tion about that 1\lr. 
President. 

Mr. SMITH of 1\lichigan. I saw a number o~ them myself, 
and I think they were sent out pretty generally. 

1\fr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from Colorado that I 
suggested that the amount of capital invested in the sugar.. com
panies of the United States was O\er $100,000,000 because I had 
seen that statement so many times, and I thought it" was well 
understood; and L find in the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House a statement of l\lr. Lowry giving 
the exact figures quoted by the Senator. from Colorado. l\lr. 
Lowry says-: 

L call attention to the fact that the cost- of erecting:: a beet-sugar fac
tory is based on_ $1,000 per ton slicing capacity. 

He gives the names of the companies, the loeation of. the plants,. 
the capitalization, including bonded indebtedness, and. the daily 
slicing capacity, showing that their. capitalization, including 
bonded indebtednes , was $141,410,000. 

l\1r. THOMAS. 'Vill the Senator· from Utah llermit- me to in~ 
te1.-rupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doe the Senator from Utah 
yield to . the Senator from Colorndo? 

lUr. SMOOT. Yes; 
1\lr. THOMAS. I will say. that I obtained my figures from 

the Hardwick committee, from l\lr. Blakey, and from two other 
soRrces also. Tllo e were the urincipal ones-: They; · are nrac-
tically identical. · 

1\Ir. Sl\lOOT. These are identical' with the figtu·es which the 
Senator quoted; for I followed him very closely in hi& state
ment as to the capitalization of the di1Ier.ent sugar companieS
to which he referred in his remarks this afternoo11..- · 

1\Ir. President, Mr. Lowry lllily know more about the. con
struction of a sugar mill than do the men who put. up the 
money for constructing it; he may know mora about. the cost of. 
operating a ~ugar factory than doe& anybody else in the United 
States; but r doubt it. l\Ir. Lowry acted as an agent for Mr. 
Spreckels. There was an organization formed-called the Whole
sale Grocer '. Assoriation..of America. 

1\lr. HARDWICK. The committee of the Wholesale Grocers' 
:Association of America was the title. · . 
· Mr. S::UOOT. Yes; · the coiill1pttee of the Wholesale Grocers' 
A,_~odation of America. It consisted of Mr. :Cowry and Ml.·_ 
Spreekel . 

~ . .!1·. SMITH of Michigan. They constituted the total mem
ber:::-hip. 

I\Ir. S~OOT. The amount of money co11ected to make that 
propaganda was 12,()00. Not a single soul paid a dollar of 
the lj\12,000 but C. A. Spreckels. Nobody spent a cent but 1\fl•. 
Spreckels's henchman, 1\fr. Lowry. 

I made the statement, in an interruption of the Senator from 
Georgin, that lr. Lowry ball testified before committees of 
Congress that he wa in-faYor of a duty of 50 cents a hundred 

. on. sugar. Let us see if ' I was- correct. r can refer not; only to 
~ place;.., but: r carr refer to· batt. a dozen- places, where he. 
testl:fied' tl:iat-· -

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the-Se.rurtorpardon.me..just.there?' 
The PRESIDING OFFICER: Does the Senntor from Utah 

yield. to tlie Senator from Georgj.a ?' 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 
1\fi•. HARIJWICK. I . do no~ think that tllat fad was dis

puted. The difference tietween the Senator from Utah and 
myself came about in this way: He said 1\Ir. Lowry- expressed 
it, that tltat was his" individrurl view, and that tha conc-ern 
for whicti he_ wmked had also fa-vored free sugar. 

Mr. SMOOT. Welly Mr: President, he is speaking_ here as 
tlie seer.etary of th'e Association of· Wholesale Grocers. Mr~ 
FmmNEY·asked 'him this q'\,l.eStion: 

Mr. RoRD.N~. You said the duty yon.. recommend on sug_ar is higher 
tliarr the dutrcollected.' by foreign.cou:ntr1es generally? 

Mr. LowRY! Ye . 
1\lr: FORDNEY. The- duty you recommend? 
Mr. LoWRY. The duty that gives a ce1:-tain bou.nty--
Mr. FORDXEY (interposing). Lerme get th'is right. I understood you 

to say that the duty you would recommend be placed on sugaT~ which is 
a- reduction; ia a higher rate· tlllJ.nl th·at collected- by lots of' foreign 
countries. on. .imported • sugar? 

Now, I:turmto-1\ir.. :Lowry's direct testimony, and lie says: · 
rn amplifica.tion· offthis• I des11"e to tile- the attached statements, one 

under the caption of " Our• hi?.ll tarife en sugar fl•om· the· consumers 
standpoint" and the other a 'Protest," which directly refers to the 
majority report of the Senate Finance Committee. 

Th statements filed are as follows: 
" On.r high ta.ri.fl: on sugar from the consumers~ standpoint.',_ 
This gives the.· rate of duty that was then enforced. Then 

thi -follows -: 
Rates we propose--
Not what 1\Ir. Lowry propo es, but the" rates we propose." 
Wlille he wmr testifying he was in the employment of Mr. 

Claus A. Spreckels;: ~'foboely paid him·a cent while he acted as 
secretary o:t. that as oda.tion but 1\:Ir. Claus A. Spreckels. 

These are- the " r.ates that we: propose ' -
l\I'r. THOMAS. l\!1'. President-· -
The. PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator: from Utal1 

yield to the. Senator' from Colorado? 
l\lr. Sl\IOOT. Ce£tainly. 
1\Ir. THOl\IAS. I haYe no doubt the Henator.'s statement is 

true ; but does the- Senator not recall that in the testimony 
before the lobby committee it appeared that the _beet-sngar asse
ciation also had a means of raising money, consisting of a levy 
of 2. cents a bag upon sugar, and producing many more than 
$12,000 every year for use in Washington? 

1\Ir. S:l\IOOT. Mr. President; there is no question at all abou~ 
it. T11e beet-sugar people ha\e donated to a fund for the pur
pose of offsetting, if po ·sible, the efl'orts on the part of Mr. 
Spreckles and other sugar-refining concerns to destroy the sugar 
industry of this country. 

1\Ir. H.A.RDWICK. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
hlm? · 

The PRESIDil'fG OFFICE-R. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Georgia?· 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. r will · do so in. a moment. 
. I run going before I close to tell the Senate_ just why Mr. 
Spreckels an<t mot of the sugar-refining companies-perhaps to 
be technically correct I should say. 1\fr. Lowry. instead. of l\11 ... 
Spreckels, although Mr. Lomy was r_epresenting_ 1\fr. Spreckels, 
and meant Mr. Spreckels when he referred to "rates we pro
pose," and this includes the so-called independent refineries. 
Free sugar was not wanted, but they. wanted about one-half a 
cent per pound duty imposed on suga-r. Ir Senators will have 
patience with me, I will tell them why they desired this ideal 
rate. and' it was f6~ no love they had for the people. n was ·for 
a selfish purpose. 

Mr. HA.RD,VICK. Will the Senator from Utah yield to me 
right there?. 

1\Ir. SMOOT:. Yes. 
1\.fr. HARDWICK. 1\Ir. President, if the Senator will yJeld 

right there, he uses the- expression " so-called independents." 
The Senator will not dispute the unanimous conclusions of the 
committee which under specific authority investigated this very 
question, and on which his party had distinguished representa
tion, to the effect that 1\fr. Spreckels was a real com~titor of 
the trust, will he? 

1\Ir. Sl\IOOT. l\Ir. P-resident, r can show by the quotations of 
sugar in the New York market that there was scarcely a day 
that Mr. Spreckels did not follow the American Sugar Co.'s 
prices up or-down. The quotations were identical nearly every 
morning irr the yeru.'. If you will take Willett & Gray's reports 
to-morrow morning, you will find that the quotations for· to-<1ay 
will be exactly the same, whether there be an a<l\ance oYer the 
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prices of the day before or whether a reduction. I do not believe Mr. THOMAS. I am talking about the entire situation. 
that if they nre truly independent and want to compete with the Mr. SMOOT. But I do know that other companieR did not 
Sug-ar Trust, so called, that they would always be following it sell their sugar earlier, and I know that the entry of beet sugar 
in its prices as they have done in the past. on the market brought down the price of sugar in New York, 

1\lr. HARDWICE:. Mr. President-- and it began to drop just as soon as the beet sugar was offered . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Utah for sale. Furthermore, that is not the only time, Mr. Presirlent , 

yield to the Rena tor from Georgia? that conditions similar to those of 1911 have happened. It. 
1\fr. HARDWICK. Will it bother the Senator for me to have happens nearly every year, but not to so marked an extent. 

a little colloquy with him on that point? The sugar-refining companies do not want free sugar. If they 
1\Ir. Sl\IOOT. Not at all. bad free sugar, they would have to compete with the sugar. of 
1\Ir. HARDWICK. I shall not take up much time. As a Austria, the sugars of Germany, the sugars of France, and the 

matter of fact, if the Senator will take the Weekly Sugar Jour- sugars of the other countries of the world. They want the duty 
nal of Willett & Gray, will he not find, or has he not found, that just high enough so that -they can control the American market 
many times first one and then the other cut their prices? and secure the advantage they have always enjoyed .of the 
Finally, of course, there is an equilibrium of prices, but I chal- preferential rate granted to Cuba of 20 per cent reduction; they 
lenge the Senator to prove tJ1e statement that lle has just made. want it low enough so that they can destroy the American sugar 
He can not do it to save his immortal soul. In my opinion, if industry and at the same time handle only Cuban sugars. '.rhe 
the Senator will look a little further, he will fi11c..l thut on vari- committee hearings are full of testimony showing that the 
ous occasions, first one and then the other of all the refineries sugar refiners of this country were apprehensive of the growth 
put the price down ; but gradually, of course, there is an of the sugar industry in this country, for every pound of domes
equilibrium restored. tic sugar produced took from them the opportunity to bring in 

Mr. S~100T. If I were a betting man, Mr. President, and the from Cuba and refine an equal amount of sugar. 
Senator from Georgia were the same, I would challenge him now 'l;he beet-sugar factories were interfering with their trade. 
for a bet that I could take to-morrow morning's quotations from Even Mr. Atkins, of the American Sugar Refining Co., the trust, 
'Vi11ett & Gray, of New York, and the quotations of every one so called, testified to that effect. He wanted a re<luction of the 
of the refineries of the United States would be found to be duty on sugar, but be did not want free sugar . • Mr. Atkins and 
exactly the same. his predecessor concei:ved the idea that if they bought a con-

Mr. HARDWICK. 1\lr. President, I am surprised that the trolling interest in all of the beet-sugar factories of the country 
Senator should make any such statement as that. The proposi- they could see to it that there would be no further exten ion of 
tion of the Senator is very attractive, and if I were not so the beet-sugar industry in the United States, and th£>y under
religiously minded I think I would accept it and stake a large took to acquire a controlling interest, and in many States did 
sum on that proposition ; but -I will say to the Senator-- acquire such an interest. They are not, however, holding as 

l\Ir. S~OOT. · I am not a betting man, but I will assure the much stocl{ in beet-sugar companies as in the past. They arc 
Senator that if I were a betting man I would accept his proposi- selling it just as fast, I understand, as they can. I will say that 
tion, and I would place no limit on the amount. while at one time they owned a majority of the stock of the 

l\Ir. President, I have referred to the r ates on sugar and was sugar companies of Utah and Idaho they do not own a cent in 
about to call the attention of the Senate to that matter, when I those companies to-day. 
was interrupted. Now, practically, these are the rates that Mr. '.rHOl\IAS. ~lr. President--
" we propose," quoting from l\lr. Lowry: Refined sugar, per The VICE PRESIDE:NT. Does the Senator from Utah ~·iel<l 
pounll, sixty-tYvo hunqredths of u cent; raw sugar, 96 per cent to the Senator from Colorado? 
test, GO cents per hundred, or sL~-tenths of a cent a pound. He 1\lr. Sl\IOOT. Yes; I yield. 
then goes on and says that- · Mr. THOl\IAS. According to the last annual statement of the 

Under reciprocity treaty, importations from Cuba pay 20 per _cent .:\.merican Sugar Refining Co., .their investments . in beet-sugar 
l e s in both cases. stocks are nearly as large as ever, and 50 per cent of their income 

Or, in other word , the 96-te t sugar that comes frol)l Cuba is derived from the profit upon that stock. I think, with the 
would be 60 cent le ·s 20 per cent, which would make it 48 cents exception of the sales of their holdings in the Utah companies, 
per hundred. All sugars that come from C~ba are 96 per cent their interest .in the beet-sugar companies of the country is 
sugars. See how clever the sugar refiners of this country are ! praCtically what it was in 1913. 
They know if they can get a 50-cent rate . on sugar, with a 20 Mr. SMOOT. 1\Ir. President, I know that every dollar of stocl
per cent r eduction from Cuba-and a ll of our importations, with they owned in the sugar factories of Utah and every dollar of 
the exception of a few thousand tons of sugar comes from stock they owned in the sugar factories of Idaho hns been sold. 
Cuba-that that would be a prote<'tion of 40 cents a hundred I know that Mr. Warren, testifying as to the Michigan fac
poumls. With that 40 cents a hundred the refiners know that tories, stated that most of the holdings of the American Sugar 
they can destroy the sugar industry of this country, and when it Co. in Michigan factories had been sold. 
should be destroyed they would impose a n exorbitant price for l\lr. THOMAS. l\Iay I ask the Senator when the testimony 
sugar upon the people of this country, us they did in 1911. when of 1\Ir. Warren, to which h) has referred, was given? 
they had the pow(lr to do so, and raised sugar until it reacberl, Mr. SMOOT. I should not have used the word "testimony." 
in New York City, 7!: cents a pound and remain~d so until the Mr. THOMAS. Was it in 1913? 
beet sugar produced that year came into the market. 1\Ir. Sl\100T. No; it was not at that time; it was in a state-

1\Ir. THOMAS. 1\lr. Presid(lnt-- ment made to a newspaper, as I remember it. I think it was 
1.'be VICE PRESIDEN'l'. Does the Senator from Utah yield less than a year ago. 

• to the Senator from Colorado? . l\Ir. SMITH of 1\.fichigan. Mr. President. I think I may say 
Mr. SMOOT. I yield. upon Mr. Warren's authority-for he ought to know, and he 
1\Ir. THO~fAS. The Senator certainly knows that at the told me-that the sugar refining company does not mvn a 

time of which he speaks the beet-sugar men had disposed of dollar's worth of stock in the Michigan company. 
their sugar in October at prices much less than that figure and Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I must procee<l. I ~ not find
delivered at the price for which they had contracted. So, in- ing fault at all with the position taken by the Senator from 
stead of being an act of philanthropy, it was simply poor busi- Georgia [l\1r. HARDWICK] or the position taken by the Senator ' 
nes . I from Colorado [Mr. THOMAS]. They are consistent in their 

Mr. S~IOOT. The Senator from Utah does not know any position. They believe in free sugar, and always have believed, 
such thing. The Senator from Utah knows that the price in in free sugar, no matter whether or not the removal of the duty ' 
New York began to advance in July, 1911, when there was no would wipe out the sugar industry in the United States. 
beet s11gar on the p1arket, and he knows that the price increased How often have we heard upon the floor of the s~nate the' 
to 7! cents a pound, and the Senator further knows ·that just expression "hothouse industries"! Why, l\Ir. President, ·we 
as soon in October as the beet sugar entered the market the price have heard it not only in regard to sugar, but in regard to many· 
of sugar began to drop. The Senator knows another thing-- other articles; we have beard it in regard to dye tuffs; and now 

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator says I " know better." I ·want it is almost the unanimous opinion of the American people that 
to tell the Senator that I know what I state to be a fact, that there _was a mistake made in not protecting dyestuffs sufficiently 
beet sugar was sold prior to the rise and delivered after the rise. to enable the establishing of the industry in this country. 
because the beet-sugar people could not h elp themselYes. Mr. THOMAS. 1'1fr. President--
" Philanthropy " and "beet sugar ·" are inconvertible terms. The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

1\lr. SMOOT. I do not know anything about what the Colo- to the Senator from Colorado? 
rado sugar compani~s did-- · l\Ir. S!\IOOT. I yield. 
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l\Ir. THO:i\IAS. I think the Senator knows better than I do 

that the chief opponents of the establishment of a dye industry 
in this country were the great textile manufacturers of America. 

Mt·. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing to admit 
that the textile manufactm•ers of this country opposed an in
tren e ·of the duty upon dyestuffs; and, when I say "dyestuffs," 
I refer to the coal-tar products . 

.:\lr. LIPPITT. ~Ir. Pre •ident, I think the Senator from Colo
raLlo is in error when he says that the manufacturers are op
voseLl to a duty upon dyestuffs at the present time. 

~Ir. THO~IA.S. I did not say anythmg about the present time; 
I was talking aiJout the past, and the reason why the industry 
h:ltl not been established. The statement was made by the Sen
ator from Alabama [l\!1·. UNDERWOOD] and admitted by the Sen
ator from Massachusetts [l\Ir. LonGE] several days ago. 
· lHr. S~IOOT. l\Ir. President, I admit now that in the past 

the textile manufacturers did not want to increase the rate of 
30 per cent on coal-tar products. 

1\fr. THOl\L:\S. Not only did they not want an increase, but 
they preyented the regulation of the duties upon the intermediate 
products so as to make an industry of that kind impossible here. 

Mr. S~IOOT. I will not go that far. · I think the Senator has 
gone too far when he says that. I will admit this--

1\Ir. TIIO:uAS. I can only appeal to the result. We have not 
any snch industry. 
~r. SMOOT. I am perfectly aware of tl1at. How many times 

Jun-e I stood upon this floor \vhen we have had the question up 
ai1d told the Senate of the United States of the only way that a 
dyestuff industry could be established in this country? I said 
the other day, and I say now, that under the present duties on 
<lye~ tuffs it is impossible to establish such an industry in this 
counh·y and maintain it. 

:Jir. LIPPITT. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
.Mr. Sl\lOOT. I yield. 
l\lr. LIPPITT. I should like to ask the Senator from Utah 

if the real facts in the case are not that, under the condition of 
German trust control in uyestuffs the year before the war, it 
was the univer al sentiment, not only of the manufacturers, 
but of almost everyone else who had studied the _· subject, 
that it would be impo~sible to impose a duty that .would estah- · 
lis11 a dyest1+ff industry in this counh·y? And is it not true 
that under present \Yar conditions a proper duty would almost 
incYitably cstal>li 11 and maintain this indush·y and that the 
manufacturers of this countL·y arc almost a unit in demanding 
such a <luty? 

:;.\!1'. S~IOO'I. I do not think there is any question about that. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I understood the Senator 

f~·om Utah to say-! think be must have made the statement in
advertently-that a mistake was made in not providing a suffi
cient protection for the dye indush·y. I do not know whether 
the Senator meant to say that the mistake was made by the 
Republicans or made by the Democrats, because the . Senator 
knows, as a matter of fact, that no material change in the duty 
on coal-tar products was mad~ in the present law as com
pared to the rates under the Payne-Aldrich bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is mistaken there. 
Ir. Sil\ll\IONS. I say there has been no material change. 

l\Ir. S-:\IOOT. The pre~ent law imposes a duty of 30 per cent 
Ul)On coal-tar products. 

1\Ir. Sl\IITH of Michigan. Some coal-tar products. 
l\Ir. Sl\lOOT. Some coal-tar products-that is well sai<l·-but 

the intermediate products have been placed upon the dutiable 
list at 10 per cent, and we know that it is impossible to get 
many of them anywhere except from Germany. 

:Mr. SIMMONS. I was only speaking about the finished prod
net, l\[r. President. 

:Mr. S~IOOT. We were talking about establishing the indus
try, and if you impose R duty upon the things that enter into 
the finished product you :!mpose that much of a bmden upon the 
manufacturer; and that burden was not upon llim when the 
Hepublican tariff act of 1909 was in force. · 

l\Ir. SIMl\IONS. That is the only material difference, namely, 
the duty on the intermediate products. 

1\Ir. THO::\IAS. l\lr. President, the duty on co:il-tn.r dyes is 
the same as und.er the preceding tariff law, and the duty upon 
the intermediate products was placed as it was at the insistence 
of the representatiYes of the te~tile manufactm·ers of the 
United States. 

1\lr. LIPPIT".r. l\Ir. President, will the Senator from Utah 
allow me a moment? 
· The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah J·ield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

l\Ir. S~IOOT. Yes. 

l\Ir. LIPPITT. In order that there may be no misconception 
in regard to those duties, allow me to say that the duty on 
synthetic indigo and the duty on alizarin, one being the founda
tion of the very important color blue-

~fr. THO~IAS. l\Ir. President, if the Senator will pardon me, 
I was speaking of coal-tar dyes only. 

l\Ir .. LIPPITT. Those are coal-tar dyes. 
1\Ir. THOMAS. Oh, no. · 
Mr. LIPPITT. Of course they are. Alizarin is an extract, 

and so is synthetic indigo. They are both coal-tar colors. 
l\Ir. THOMAS. I am oblige<] to the Senator for the informa .. 

tion. 1\ly impression was that they wer·e not coal-tar dyes. 
Mr .. LIPPITT. I was going to say that synthetic indigo, 

which is the color used in dyeing blue, and alizarin, which is 
the color used in dyeing red, are both on the free list while 
aniline oil, which i~ the foundation for black, if'j duitable at 10 
per cent. Those three colors, and other coal-tar derivatives, 
such as anthracine and indanthrine, constitute a very large 
proportion of the total colors that are used in the United States. 
There is a catch-all clause in the schedule on dyestuffs, stating 
that . on all coal-tar products not otherwise provided for there 
shall be collected a duty of 30 per cent, but there are very 
few things of nny importance that come in under that part of 
the schedule. 

l\fr. THOMAS. But the Senator knows that under the duties 
provided by the Payne-Aldrich law and previous laws there was 
no established dye industry in the United Stutes of any conse
quence. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Utah knows that. following 
the passage of the tariff act of 1913, a number of chemical in
dustries which had lived in this country qefore, particularly in 
the city of St. Louis, had to go out of busines , because of the 
reduction in the tariff upon their products. I know of an inllus
try-and I think the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE] 
'vould corroborate me if he were here--which hntl to close it 
doors, and all its machinery was thrown into the junk heap . 
That is not all. The Senator from Utah knows that the manu
facture of oxalic acid in this country has a remnrlmble hil-'tory 
worthy of repeating; but I have not the time now to go into 
that, except to say that under the duty imposed hy the Unclt'l"- · 
wood law it bas been found impossible to maintain that itHlu ·
try in this country. 

~1r. SiilliONS. 1\Ir. President--
Mr. SMOO'r. I could go on and enumerate a great many 

items, "Mr. President, in the -.!hemical schedule. but we are 
<liscu sing the sugar outy, and it is now 35 minutes after ·L 

Mr. SI:l\11\fONS. That is what I was going to ~u~~est to the 
Senator. I understand that other Senators desire to StH~nl~ 
upon the sugar question. 

l\1r. SMOOT. If other Senators desire to be heard. I do not 
want to prevent them. I simply want to state, in conclusion, 
that I am in full accord with the statement made by the Sen
ator from Georgia [1\Ir. HARDWICK], that the man who knows 
more than any other living man about the sugar conditions in 
the world is Mr. Willett; and I want to briefly call the atten
tion of the Senate to the testimony of Mr. _ WiliPtt in re~ar<l to 
the sug:u· industry of this country. I wish the Senate to lmow 
that he, like every other American citizeL whc- bas studie<l this 
question from every point of view, knows that domestic su;!ut· 
reduces the cost of all sugar consumed to the people of the 
counh·y. Mr. Sulzer asked a question of l\.Ir. Will<>tt <luring 
the hearings before the Ways and :Means Committee of the 
House, as follows: 

What, in your judgment as an expert, wou1d bring about a permanent 
reuuction of the cost of manufaeturcd sugar to the consumer of the 
United ~tates? 

Mr 'VII.LE'l'T By increasing the amount of domestic production nnd 
in Porto Rico anrt Hawaii; that is, by increasing the quantity of sugar 
within the United States to the extent that we would be require<] to 
purchase no sugar whatever at worl<l prices. Last year we bought only 
77,000 tons at the world price. We wNc as near as that to that condi
tion in 1910. We did come within 77,000 tons of being entirely free 
and independt!nt of thP. world's prices, whereas a few years before we 
had been importing G,700,000 tons. 

Now, l\Ir. President, I want to state once more that if the 
present rate of duty upon sugar could be maintained without a 
question and the people of the United States knew that it would 
remain for 20 years, long before the 20-year periort expired we 
would be producing every pound of sugar consumed by the 
American people. I can point to four States in this Union that 
can produce sufficient sugar not only to supply an the demand 
of the American people to-day, but produce sugar enou~h to sup
ply the demand if the consumption in the United States were 
three times what it is to-day. I may be asked why <lo they not 
do it. Simply because they do not know '''hat is going to happen 
to their industry; and I tell you that it is impossible to pt·o<luce 
sugar in this country as cheaply as it can 1Jc produced in the 
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tropical eounb'ies of the world or as cheaply a.s it can be pro
duced in Austria or in Germany or in Russia. 

~Ir. SMITH of 1\Iichigan. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator 
permit me? 

·1.1r. ·SMOOT. I will. 
1\lr. Sl\fiTH of :Michigan. What would be the situation in this 

country to-day with reference to that article of hecessit,, sugar, 
if it were not for the domestic production that our friends upon 
the other side say was artificially stimulated and unconstitu~ 
tionally protected? Wbat would be our situation, in view of 
the present European war, with reference to that product, 
especially with the usual and ordinary sources of their supply 
cut ofT? 

?llr. SMOOT. Why, the situation would be about like this: 
Instead of paying the exorbitant price we are paying to-day.....:.. 
$7.10 a bag, I believe. for the la t sack that I bought here in 
Washington-in tead of being $7.10 in Washington, more than 
likely it would be $12 or $15 a bag. ·Not only would that apply 
in the United States but it would apply to all the peoples of the 
world. 

Ngt long ago I called the attention of the Senate of the United 
States, right after the beginning of the war, to the fact that the 
first advance that wa.s made upon sugar, the adyance of 2 
cents a pound on the sugar that was consumed by the American 
people, and wa being paid, was sufficient for the Government 
of the United States to erect factories enough to produce all the 
sugar that the people consumed. I say so now, M:r. President; 
and as the price has increased from that time, the statement can 
apply to it 'With more force than when I made it here immedi
ately following the beginning of this war. 

l\Ir. SlliTH of Michigan. Mr. Pre ident, is it not a fact that 
that country is being penalized mo t in the present price of 
sugar which produces none, and those countries are benefiting 
by the lowe t price of sugar which produce most? 
. ~1r. S~100T. Mr. President, that is an economic question, and 
it is just as ure to be the case as that the night follows the 
day ; so there is no necessity for me to discuss it further now. 
I will yield the :fioor, tll 'refore, because I know there are other 
Senators who de ire to speak. 

l\Ir. S~fiTH of Michigan. Then, Mr. President, I will address 
my elf to the Senate in my own time. 

I just want to say this-and I am not going to occupy more 
than a moment, becau. e I know the Senator from North Cn.ro
line [~fr. Sr:MMo-;s-s] expects to get a vote in a few moments, a'nd 
perhaps the Senator desires to say something himself before the 
.vote is taken. 

I think it is perfectly safe to say that the price of sugar in 
England, which was about 9 or 10 cents, the last quotation I 
saw, is higher than here because they produce none themselves. 
.They are buying their sugar in large quantities from Cuba, pay
ing a huge penalty for their neglect. The heavier the burden 
·that is put upon Cuba the higher the price of sugar will be. 
If we were dependent upon Cuba and had no domestic produc
tion of our own we would be at the mercy of the sugar p1·oducer. 
That would be a mo t undesirable situation for our country to 
be in, and a policy of national dependence does not commend 
itself to thinking people; and I rejoice that even at this late clay 
there is some evirlence upon the other side of the Chamber that 
they are for aking their false idols and coming to our view 
npon the question of protection to this industry. 

I bave no word of criticism to offer. Indeed I rather rejoice · 
that the industry is to be partially saved threugh this belated 
act of repentance. All Senators know that if this free-trade law 
had been permitted to go into full effect May 1 it would have 
marked the beginning of the end of the dome tic sugar industry. 

I am glad that my honored friend from North Carolina [l\1r. 
Snr:MoN ], whose motive are always good and whose pab·iot
ism cnn not be questioned, has shown the courage and good 
judgment not only to take this action but to take it gracefully, 
admitting by his course the untenable position which his com
mittee and himself occupied in connection with the present tariff 
law, for which Senators upon the other side were responsible. 
That the Underwood-Simmons law is a failure all should admit; . 
thnt the sugar ._chedule has proven a failure all now admit. 

Mr. SLl\11\fONS. 1\Jr. President. I do not know of any other 
.Senator who de ires to speak. If so, I will yield. What I hnve 
to av will not take over 10 or 15 minutes. I do not desire to 
enter· into any di. cus ion of the sugar question further than to 
make a few general ob ervations with J.'eference to the present 
status of the matter and the attitude of the party to which I 
belong with respect to it. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. S:\IITH] was good enough 
to penk kindly of me in connection with the action of the con
ference committee in receding from the Senate amendment. The 
Senator need not have complimented tlJat action on 'my part, be-

cause I assure the Senator it was taken Tery unwillingly, and the 
bill as passed by the House was accepted not because the con~ 
ferees desired to accept it, but because they were led to believe 
that with the conditions in the House it was improbable that 
body would accept the Senate substitute. 

.Mr. President, upon this question of sugar, as I took occasion 
to say when this bill was before the Senate on the lOth day of 
this month, both the Democi.·a.tic Party and the Republican 
Party, so far as their legislation goes and so far as the public 
utterances of the leaders of these two parties in the House and 
Senate illustrate the positions of the parties they repre ented, 
have been on both sides ofthis question. The Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. KENYoN] has read some speeches from Democrats, some of 
them favoring a duty upon sugar nnd some of them advocating 
free sugar. 

Mr. President, following the example of the Senator from 
Iowa, I could entel'tain the Senate for hours in reading declara
tions on the part of leading Republicans of this body and of the 
Ho11se in 1890, 1894, and 1897 in favor of free sugar, a princip~e· 
of the Republican Party, and declaring that a tax upon sugar 
was an outrage against the people. I could read from speeches 
of that great leader of the Republican Party, probably the 
greatest authority in hi~ day in that party, upon the subject of 
tariff taxation, Senator Aldrich-expressions with reference to 
this question ma.de in 1890 and 1894 on the McKinley and Wil
son bills of ~e most extreme character against any tax on, 
sugar, denouncing it as an unjustifiable and indefensible out
rage upon the American people and declaring if he could find a 
stronger term of condemnation he would employ it. I could 
1-ead also similar utterances at that time from such great Re
publican leaders as Hale, Allison, and Mqnill. I could also 
read from the speeches of Senator Aldrich in.1897, while he was 
Republican leader of this body, when the Dingley bill . was 
pas ed, declarations to the effect that it was with great reluc
tancy he was willing to give up the old position of the Repub
lican Party, yielded its position in favor of free sugar, but that 
the revenue necessities of ·the Government seemed to make it 
possible to put it on the free list at that time. 

I think, to be frank about it-and I <.lo not want to play any 
politics upon this subject-both of the great political parties of 
to-day in their legislation with reference to sugar have been 
governed very laraely by the revenue necessities of the Govern
ment. I .do not say altogether, but largely. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator knows that no 
politics are being played on either side of the Chamber on this 
matter. · 

Mr. Sll\fl\.IONS. I said I did not think that was the case. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator did say that ; but I want to 

a.sk the Senator, in all serionsne s, if the extreme utterances to 
which he. alludes on the part of Republican lenders can be found 
since the beet-sugar industry became an accomplished fact? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I find them uttered in 1894 and 1897. The 
beet-sugar industry antedated both of those dates. 

:?Ill·. GALLINGER. There was some beet sugar produced in 
this country before that time. 

1\lr. SIMMONS. In 1890 and in 1897 the beet-sugar industry 
in this country had assumed quite considerable pToportions, 
though not so large as now. 

1\lr. GALLINGER. But does the Senator find anything as late 
as 1897? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Since 1897 tbe Republican Party has stood
1 so far as I know, for a duty upon sugar; but a few days ago, 

when I called up the sugar bill, I rea<.l to the Senate an extract 
from the speech delivered in 1897 on the Dingley bill by Senator 
Aldrich, then the leader of the Republican Party, upon this ques
tion, expt·es ing great regret that, on account of the revenue 
necessities of the Government, the old-time principle of the Re
publican Party of free sugar could not be adopted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And at that time a bounty was placed on 
sugar. 

Mr. Sll\.IMONS. No ; there the S€nator makes a great mis
take. The bounty was placed on sugar in 1890, when the :Mc
Kinley bill was passed; but when Senator Aldrich made the 
speech to which I have refer1·ed, i.n which he declared that a 
tax upon sugar was an outrage, and when he made the speech 
a few years later in which he declared that on account of the 
1·evenue necessities of the Government he regretted that the 
party was unable to apply the Republican doctrine of free 
sugar, there was no proposition on either of those occasion to 
put a bounty upon sugar. The Se~tor from New HampshiTe 
knows perfectly well that in 1894, when we -were con ·idering 
the Wilson bill, which placed a duty on sugar-the Senator 
was a Member of this body at that tim~ 

l\!r. GALLINGER. Yes. 
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· ::\ir. SH.l~IONS. He knows that Senator Peffer, a Populist 
Republican Senator, offered an amendment to put sugar upon 
the f1·ee Jist, and eve1·y Democrat voted against that amen<.l
ment, and every Republican voted for it. He .knows there was 
not at that time any sugg~stion or expectation that the .Demo
cratic Party, which then was in possession of both branches of 
Congress, \vould put a bounty. upon sugar. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. But there was very little sugar being 
manufactured in this country, except iii Louisiana, at that 
time. 

Mr. Sil\lliONS. Ob, I tllink the Senator is entirely mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very little. 
Mr. THOl\lAS. What are the dates to which the Senator 

refers? 
Mr. SBfl\IONS. Eighteen hundred and ninety-four and 

eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, when the Wilson and .Ding
ley bills were before Congress. The question when the Wilson 
bill was up was not :free with a bounty but free sugar, or duti
able sugar. And the Republicans untler these circumstancc8 
voted for free sugar on the motion offered by Senator Peffer, 
under the leadership of .Aldricll, Hale, and Allison. 

l\lr. TIIO~IAS. Oh, the beet-sugar industry was introduced 
lle.:·e in 1889. · · 

Mr. SIMMONS. I can not submit to further interruptions, 
b~ause, as the Senator knows, this is to be voted on in a fe\v 
minutes and my time is \ery short. 

1\lr. GALLINGER. Just one wor<l. I want to say simply 
that the Republican Party placed a bounty on sugar to protect 
the domestic industry, and the Republican Party is not respon
sible for having repealed that law. 

1\Ir. SIMl\IO.NS. Yes; and in answer to that I say that for 
seven years after the beet-sugar industry was started in this 
country the Republican Party apparently, at least, stoou for 
free sugar. 

1Ur. GALLL~GER. With a bounty. 
l\lr. SIMMONS. No; not with a bounty in 1894, because you 

knew when you voted for the Peffer amendment to the 'ViLson 
bill that you would not get any bounty upon sugar, and you 
ilid not at that time suggest any bounty upon sugar. 

Now, Mr. P.resident, one other thing. Senators on the other 
side are twitting us with the suggestion that the present duty 
on sugar which the pending bill proposes to make permanent 
is a Republican protective clnty. They are taking the sweet 
unction ta their souls that we, in the vote we are going to cast 
to-day, arc following them and voting with them. We will vote 
not for a duty placed on sugar by the H.epublicans but for a 
uuty placed on it by the Democrats. - It is neither a protective 
uuty nor a Republican imposed duty. We found a 'high pro
tective uuty upon sugar when in 1913 we went to write the 
present tariff. As we found a high. protective duty upon many 
other things; but we revised these duties, an<l to reduce them to 
a revenue basis according to the standar<l of a revenue tariff 
established in the act of 1913. 

l\ir. LIPPI'l'T. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator :yielu? 
l\fr. Sil\fl\10NS. I can not vield until I finish what I wish 

to say ; if the time for debate · has not expired, I \Yilt yiel<l. 
to the Senator. 'Ve made the same ratio of reduction in 
the present tariff act in the duty .on sugar that we made in 
the uuties that the Payne-Aldrich Act imposed upon .other 
things of like character and importance. 'Ve made substan
tially the same mtio of reduction from the H.epublican protec~ 
tive rates upon sugar that we made upon woolen goods, sub
stantially the same ratio of reduction that we made upon cotton 
goous, and substantially the same ratio of reduction that we 
made upon iron and steel and other staple commodities. 

SEn::RAL SENATons. How about wool? 
l\lr. SHDIO~S. I want to ask my frien<ls upon the otheJ• 

side this question: Do you claim that our duties upon woolens, 
our duties upon cotton goo<ls, and our unties upon steel and iron 
arc protective duties? . 

l\lr. Sl\IOOT. You lmve no duty upon wool. 
~Ir. Sil\HlO~S. I said upon woolens, not upon wool. You 

have lwbitually ucnounced the duties we placed on woolens, 
. cotton goods, iron, steel,. and so forth, as free-trade duties; and 
though we maue the same ratio of reduction upon sugar that 
we dill Ul10U tllcm, ~·(m now p1·etenu to think and claim the 
Juty retained on sugar is a protective uuty. You know if 
under the. e circumstances the duties we retained. on thc.-se 
things ul'e free-trn<le or revenue duties, then by the same token 
the duty retaineu on sugar is a free-trade or revenue duty. 

!\Ir. GALLIXGER. You put wool on the free !ist.-
. I•·· snB10::-\S. I did n-ot say wool; I sai<l woolens. We 

vut wool nml some other things on the free Jist, ju t as you put 
o\·cr GO per ceut of all imports iu your Jaw on the free list. 

1\lr. President, I repeat, we claim that the duties which we im
posed in the present tariff act upon .woolens, an<l upon iron 
and steel, and upon cotton goods, and other things of like 
character, were revenue duties; and as we reduced the duty upoi.l 
sugar in the same ratio, applying the same principle, the tluty 
we wrote on sugar is likewise a revenue duty, and not a lWO
tective duty. I say to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
was the contention of . his party when the present tariff act 
was under discussion in Congress. Your party opposell that 
bill upon the ground that tl1e duties . it imposed were not pro
tective; and you denounce(] them all, inclu<ling sugar, as free
trade duties. 
- Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, does the Senator prefer uot to 
yield this afternoon? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I woulu prefer not to yield just rit this time. 
I will yield to the Senator in a minute, if I have time. 

Now, l\Ir. President, the Senators say we are following them. 
They are wrong. We are voting to continue the very identical 
duty that we fixed ·upon sugar; an<l we fixed it upon the idea 
that as we were goil~g to continue sugar on the dutiable list 
for three years we ought to reduce the rate to a revenue basis, 
just as we sought to reduce the rates of the articles I have 
referred to. 

Ur~. GALLINGER. :Mr. President--
1\Ir. SDUIONS. Just one minute. If the present duty upon 

sugar was not a protective duty then, it is not a protectin' uuty 
now. 

l\Ir. G.ALLlt~GER. l\lr. President, just one word. I want to 
ask the Senator if, when the party to which be belongs fixed 
the present rate--anu he was a ·yery prominent actor in t.bat 
economic tragedy--

Mr. SUHIO:NS. I tell the Senator that the "economic tmg· 
euy," as he calls the Democratic tariff act, aided by our Demo
cratic financial legislation, lifte<l the business of the country 
out of the depressed condition in which we found it when we 
came into power an<l restored prosperity before the war. I 
coulu read from clippings I have before me hundreus of extracts 
from great trade agencies and great metropolitan newspnpers 
and tleclarations of great captains of industry, proclaiming that 
prosperity \Vas not coming but had already arrived, and to . ·tuy. 

1Hr. GA.U.LINGER. May I finish my sentence? When that 
duty wa ~ placed on sugar, aml the reduction was agree<l to, <lid 
the Senator expect that two or three years afterwarus he would 
be in favor of repealing that part of the law? 

l\1r. SHB10NS. No; I will say to the Senator that I expected. 
that in two or three years sugar woul<l go upon the free list. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Yes. 
1\lr. SBHIONS. But as we temporarily continue the duty, we 

fixed the duty in the mea1itime according to the Democratic idea. 
and the Democratic standard of a tariff for revenue, just as we 
did with respect to these other things; and it is this rcYenue 
duty we now propose to further continue and not the protective 
duty of the Payne-Altlrich Act. 

. l\Ir. GALLINGIJ;H. You provided to take it nil off. That was 
yom· idea. 

l\fr. SD11\IONS. "'e proviued that at the end of three years 
sugar should be untaxe<l. Anti in the meantime we repealed ·d1e 
high protective rates of the Payne-Aldrich Act and put sugar 
upon the same basis as other dutiable articles. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Does the Senator really contend that when 
we join witll him in passing the bill he is contending for there 
will be no protection in the law? 

l\fr. SI!\IMONS. I contend this: That we believe in free 
sugar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 
Mr. SBIMONS. 'I'hat if con<litions woulu permit, we would 

have free sugar. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. Yes. 
Mr. Sil\1l\10NS; That '"c di<l not put it on the fr<'c list 

illllllediately because of the conditions; that in continuing it we 
applied to it the same Democratic standard of what is a revenue 
duty that we applied to other articles placed on the dutiable list 
in the bill, and that now, when we vote to make this duty verrua
nent, we are not voting with you or for protection on sugar . 

Mr. GALLINGJ<JR. The olu fellow in Maine saitl be was "fot• 
prohibition, but agin' its enforcement." That is about the atti· 
tude of the Democratic Party. 

1\Ir. SBDIONS. That is an old gag that has no application 
here, and I think, with deference to the Senator, requir<'Fi no 
answer. It does not al)ply to me. I am in faYor of free l'(U~ar, 
so fm· as that is concemed, and if tlle circumstances woul(l 11er· 
mit I would be· in fa>or of letting it go upon the free list oil the 
1st day of May. But they do not permit, and I am bap11y that 
in continuing this duty \Ye are continuing it Ul)on the basis of 
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a tariff for revenue, according to the standards which we fixed 
in our present tariff law. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. The standard of free trade. 
lUr. SIMMONS. The Senator says " the standard of free 

trade." Are the duties upon the other schedules of that bill 
upon a free-trade or revenue basis? If they are, this duty on 
sugar must be upon a free-trade or revenue basis also, because 
we mude like reductions, as I repeatedly said, on sugar as on 
the other articles taxed in it. 

Does the Senator fl.·om Rhode Island wish to interrupt me 
now ? 

1\fr. LIPPITT. The Senator from North Carolina has only 
five minutes. As some of the subject matter about which I 
wanted to ask him has been gone over by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], 1 will not take his time unless he 
has finished. 

Mr. Sll\fl\.!ONS. I have only four minutes left and I will not 
longer occupy the floor, but yield it to the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. LIPPITT. 1\fr. President, I listened with a great deal 
of interest to the Senator's descriptions of free-trade and pro
tective duties. The duty on sugar under a Republican tariff 
was 1.33 cents a pound. The duty on sugar under a Demo
cratic tariff was 1 cent a pound, and it was to go on the fl.·ee 
list on the 1st day of May, 1916. The Senator from North 
Carolina seems to consider that a duty is a revenue duty if it 
is 1 cent a pound, that it is a revenue duty if it is nothing a 
pound, but that if it goes above 1 cent a pound it immediately 
becomes a protective duty. He describes the reduction in the 
duty on sugar as being exactly in the same ratio that woolens 
were reduced, that cottons were reduced, and I suppose per
hap if he had thought of it he would have said silks, because 
he referred to other textiles. There was a duty of 50 per cent 
left on silks, there was a duty of 35 per cent left on woolen 
good. , and there was ()nly a duty of less than 20 per cent or 
about 18 per cent left on cottons, and sugar was to have gone 
on the free list entirely. 

I fail, myself, to understand how duties of percentages of 
that kind can all be revenue duties. As a plain matter of fact, 
everybody in the Senate knows that the reason why tbi duty 
is put upon suO'ar is because the Democratic tariff, which was 
described as having for its sole object the raising of revenue, 
only succeeded in producing $127,000,000 less rev-enue than the 
same amount of imports would ha.Ye produced if the Republican 
tariff that it supplanted had been left in force. 

Mr. GAI .. LINGER. 1\!r. President, before the Senator from 
North Carolina leaves the Chamber, I should like to ask him 
just one question. Suppose the revenues of the Government 
should become sufficient to meet the requirements of the Gov
ernment, would the Senator then be in favor of putting sugar 
on the free list again? 

Mr. Sil\:!1\iONS. I undoubtedly would, 1\fr. President. 
The VICE PRESIDElvr (at 5 o'clock p. m.). The question 

is on the motion of the Senator from North Ca1·olina [Mr. Snr'" 
MONS] that the Senate recede from its amendment to House 
bi1111471. 

1\lr. SMOOT and Mr. THOUAS called fo1· the yeas nnd nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call theToll. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD (when Mr. BANKHEAD's name was called). 

1Uy colleague [l\fr. BANKHEAD] has been called away from the 
city on official business. If he were here, he would vote "yea." 

1.\fr. SHEPPARD (when l\Ir. BEcKHAM's name was called). 
The Senator from Kentucky [1\!r. BEcKHAM] is absent on 
official business. He has a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. DU PONT]. 

1\[r. BRADY (when his name was called) . I have a general 
pair '""i.tb the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER], 
and I therefore witlihold my vote. If privileged to vote, I 
would vote n yea." 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator fl.·om New Mexico [Mr. FALL]. I transfer my 
pair to the Senator from New Yo1·k [Mr. O'GoR.MAN] and vote 
":rea." 

1\lr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
SMITH], who is absent, but I am informed that if pre ent he 
'\TOuld yote " yea " on this question. I t11erefore feel at liberty 
to \Ote. I vote u yea." 

l\11·. GALLINGER (when hi· name " ':RS called) . I hnve a 
gC'nernl pnit· with the Eenior Senator from New York [1\!J.·. 

O'GoRMAN], but on this bill I am privileged to vote, and I vote 
"yea." 

Mr. TAGGART (when Mr. KERN's name was called). The 
.se~ior Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN] is unavoidably absent 
to-day. If present, he would vote " yea!' 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (when his name was called). I hnve 
a pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED J. I 
understand, however, that he would vote the same way I intend 
to vote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. SHEPPARD (when the name of lUr. SMITH of South Cnro· 
lina was called). I wish to state that the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. SMITH] is absent on official business. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I ha'\"e !l 
-pair with the Senator from Arkansas [:Mr. CLARKE], who is nb
sent. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Illinois [1\Jr. 
SHERMAN] and vote " yea." 

1\fr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I tran fer my 
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [1\Ir. GoFF] to my 
colleague [l\lr. SMITH of South Carolina] and vote" yea." 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). I am in· 
formed that the Senator from Florida [Mr. BRYAN], with whom 
I have a general pair, would vote as I intend to vote on this 
question. I vote " yea ... 

Mr. WEEKS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior S-enator from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES]. I 
am not sure how he would vote on this question. Therefore I 
will withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I would 
vote" yea," and I think the Senator from Kentucky would vote 
the same way. 

l\fr. WILLIA.l\.IS (when his name was called). I haYe n 
standing pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. 
PENROSE], but I under tand from his colleague that if he were 
present he would vote as I am about to -v-ote. I therefore Tote 
~i yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
1\lr. OWEN (after having voted in the negative). I should 

like to ask whether the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CATRON] 
has voted? . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He ha not. 
Mr. OWEN. I am paired with that Senator and therefore 

withdraw my Yote. 
l\lr. CHILTON. 1\fy colleague [Mr. GoFF] is absent on nc4 

count of illness. 
l\lr. BRADY. I am advised that the senior Senator from 

Florida [l\fr. FLE"TCHER], with whom I am paired, would Yote 
" yea " if present. I am therefore at liberty to vote, .and I 
YOte "yea." 

l\lr. SIMl\IONS (after having voted in the affii·mative). I 
wish to· inquire whether the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
CLAPP] bas voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has not. 
1\fr. Sll\IMONS. I have a general pair with that Senator, 

which I transfer to the Senator from Maryland [1\!r. SMITH] 
and let my vote stand. 

The result was announced--years 59, nays 10, a follows : 

Ashurst 
Borah 
Brady 
Brandegee 
Broussard 
Burleigh 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Clark, Wyo. 
Colt 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
Gallinger 
Gronna 

Gore 
Hardwick 
Hughes 

YEAS-59. 
Harding 
Hollis 
.Tohnson, Me. 
Jones 
Kenyon 
La Follette 
Lippllt 
Lodge 
.McCumber 
McLean 
Martln,Ya. 
Myers 
Nelson 
New lands 
Norris 

Oliver 
Overman 
Page 
Phelan 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Shafroth 
Sheppard 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Mich. 

NAYS-10. 
Busting Martine, N.J. 
Johnson, S. Dak. Smith, Ga. 
Lane Thrumas 

NOT VOTING-27. 
Bankhead du Pont Lea, Tenn. 
Beckham Fall Lee, Md. 
Bryan Fletcher Lewis 
Catron Goff O'Gorman 
Clapp Hitchcock Owen 
Clarke, Ark. James Penrose 
Curtis Kern Reed 

So the Senate receded from its .amendment. 

Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Swan on 
Taggart 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh 
Warren 
Williams 
Works 

"Vardaman 

Sherman 
Shields 
Smltb. 1Ut1. 
Smith, S.C. 
Sterling 
Weeks 

l\Ir. CHILTON. I move that the .Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to ; and (at 5 o'clock and 8 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 24. 1916, at 
12 o'clock meridian. 

\ 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES". 

SATURDAY, April 22, 1916. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer: 
0 Thou who art infinitely wise, all powerful, whose love en

circles all, we thank Thee that under the dispensation of '£hy 
providence we are brought once more to the anniversary of the 
greatest event in all history, th~ resurrection of the "Son of 
Man," confirming the longings, hopes, and aspirations which have 
filled the hearts of men in all generations in the unbroken con
tinuity of life, which will adjust all wrongs, clear away misun
derstanding , fill all hearts with love, and unite mankind into 
one family. 

There's a wideness in God's mercy, 
Lik~ the wideness of the sea ; 

ThE>re·s a kindness in His justice, 
Which is more than liberty. 

There's no place where earthly sorrows 
Are n!ore felt than up in heaven ; 

There·s no place wllere eartllly failings 
Have such kindly judgment given. 

For t he love of God is broader 
Than the measure of man'. mind, 

And tlle heart of the Eternal 
Is mcst wonderfully kind. 

Help us, we beseech Thee, to add life unto life, sh·ength unto 
strength, love unto love, that we may be prepared for the b·an.;;;i
tion which waits on all. It is written " Eye hath not seen, nor 
ear heard, neither have entered into the heart of man the things 
which God hath prepared for them that love Him. For I am 
persuaded that neither death nor life, nor angels, nor princi
palities, nor powers, nor things present, nor things to come, 
nor height, nor depth, nor any other creature shall be able to 
separate us from the love of God, which is in Christ Jesus our 
Lord." Amen. 

The Journal of tlle proceedings of yesterday was read and ap
proved. 
CELEBRATION OF LA ~DI~G OF SIR FRANCIS DRAKE ON THE COAST OF 

C.-\LIFOR• il. 

:Mr. KENT. l\lr. Speaker, I would lil\:e to have taken from the 
Speaker·s table s~nute concurrent re olution No. 20, now as 
amended by the Senate Senate joint resolution 121, and have 
the Senate amendment conrorred in. 

Tl1e SPEAKER. The Chair thought this was a House resolu
tion. 

l\Ir. KENT. It was originally pas ed in the House and 
amended in the Senate. It was entirely my fault--

The SPEAKER. But how did it get another number in the 
Senate? 

Thil·.·KENT. Because it was a concurrent resolution and was 
amended to be a Senate joint resolution, and the Senate has 
given it a new number. 

l\Ir. 1\L<\NN. It being amended to be a joint resolution, they 
did not feel authorized to change the number, but they have 
amended our amendment by changing the number. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 
The Clerk began the rending of the amendment . 
Mr. MANN. l\Ir. Speaker, those are tbe House amendments. 

The Clerk should read the Senate amendment to tbe House 
runendments. 

The SPEAKER. Tho e are the House amendments. 
Mr. MANN. There is a Senate amendment to the first House 

amendment, and undoubtedly it is there, if the Clerk will find it. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That the SPnat.e agrees to the amendmPnt of the House to 

the concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 20) authorizing the appointment 
of a representative of the United States Government to ap1>ear at the 
celebration of tbe landing of Sir Francis Drake on the coast of Cali
fornia, with a furtller amendment, as follows : Strike out the numerals 
"20" after "S. J. Res." and insert "121." 

Th(:' SPEAKER. 'l'he gentleman fTom California asks unani~ 
mons consent for the present consideration. Is there objection? 

!\11·. MANN. It is a privileged matter. 
The que. tion \Yas taken, and the Seaate amendment was 

agreed to._ 
E.~TE_ -siO)T OF RE:.\f ARKS. 

l\Ir. SCHALL. :llr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlemnn from 

l\Iinnesota 1·ise? 
1\Ir. SCHALL. ~lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex

tend ruy remarks in the RECORP on the Philippine question. 
'l"'l1e SPEAKER. '£he gentleman from Minnesota asks unani

mous cousent to extend his remarks on the Philippine question. 
I there objection 7 [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

CALL OY THE HOUSE-

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that • 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ITiinois makes the point 
of order that there is no quorum present. Evidently there is 1 

not--
Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I mov-~the call of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 

the call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The roll was called, and the following Members failed to an- · 

swer to their names: 
.Adair Dyer - J ohn.son, S. Dak. 
Bacharach Eagan Jones 
Barchfeld Eagle Kearus-
Beales Edmonds Keating 
Bennet Edwards Keister 
Browne Fall"child Kelley 
Browning Farley Kennedy. R. I. 
Bruckner Finley Kettner 
Brumbaugh - Fitzgerald Kiess, Pa. 
Burnett Flynn Kreider 
Butler Focht Lafean 
Byrnes, S. C. Foss Lazaro 
Caldwell Frear Lchlbach 
Caraway Freeman Lewis 
Carew Gallagher Liebel 
Carlin Gallivan :Mnthicum 
Carter, Mass. Ga11dne1· Lobec.k 
Casey Gillett Loft 
Chandler, N.Y. Glass McClintic 
Chiperfield Oollwin, N.C. McCulloch 
Clark, Fla. Goodwin, .Ark. McKinley 
Coleman Graham Maher 
Coru·y Gray, N. J. Miller, Minn. 
Cooper, Ohio Griest Moon 
Costello Griffin Mooney 
Dale, .!::'. Y. Guernsey Moores, Ind. 
Darrow Hamill Morgan, La. 
Davil'l, ~linn. Harrison Morin 
Decker Hart Moss, W. Va. 
Denison Haskell Mott 
Dewalt Heaton Mudd 
Dies IJe11in Murray 
Dill Henry Nelson 
Daughton Holland Nichols, M.icb._ 
Driscoll Hood O'Shaunessy 
Drukker Humphreys, Miss. Padgett 
Dupre Husted Patten 

Phelan 
Platt 
Porter 
Pou 
Prlce 
Roberts, ~ass. 
Rogers 
Rowland 
Russell, 0 hlo 
~a bath 
Sanfm:d 
Scott, Pa. 
Seers 
Sherley 
Siegel 
Sm:ill 
Suell 
Snyder 
St!!dman 
Steele, Pa. 
S\vlft 
Switzer 
Taggart 
Tague 
Talbott 
Thomas 
Treadway 
Vare 
Venable 
Ward 
Wallins 
Whaley 
William ·, W. Fl. 
Wilson~ Fla. 
Wilson, Til. 
Winslow 

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 28& gentlemen have nn-
s"erecl to their narne&-a quor-um. _ 

Mr. KITCHIN. I move to dispense with further proceellings 
un<1er the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. 

INCREASE OF MILITARY J<:STABLISHMENT. 

~Ir. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I nsk unanimous con ·ent to take 
from the Speaker's table tile bill H. R. 12766, disno-ree ta the
Senate amenrlments, and ask for a canfet>ence. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
H. R. 12766. An act to increase tlle efficiency of the Military Estall-

1ishment of the United States. 
1\lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 

Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
l\fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Would that interfere with wy 

privilege? 
The SPEAKER. Not a particle. 
Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman be willing to let his 

request go over until Monday7 
1\Ir. HAY. Will the gentleman say if it does go over until 

Monday there will be no objection to· it'.? 
l\1r. :MANN. Oh. no. 
1\1r. HAY. I do not see that therB is any use of letting it go. 

over if there is going to be objection. 
l\fr. 1\IAl~. I stated to the gentleman yesterday morning 

that I had not llad a chanee to examine the Senate amend~ 
ments, and I have not had a chance yet, but I will have a chance 
to do so before Monday. -

Mr. HAY. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that the ranking member 
of the Committee on Military Affairs on that side of the House 
has bad ample opportunity to look into it. I do not want to 
vress the gent1eman. If the gentleman will say there will be 
no objection to this request on Monday,. I will withdraw it now. 

l\lr. MANN. If I say there will be no objection on Monday, 
I might as well s~y there will be no objection now, for the very 
reason r want to examine the Senate amendments and S€e. 

whether there will be any effort made for some vote in the 
House on the subject. 

l\lr. HAY. I am perfectly willing, if the gentleman desires it, 
to let the bill be called up, and if the gentleman wants to do so· 
he can make a motion to concur in the Senate amendments. 
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Mr. l\IAJ'\""N. I ''"ill be very frank with the gentleman and say 
that I will have to object this morning to unanimous con..~ent 
on it. Whether I would object 1\Ionday or not I do not know. 
I haYe not examined the Senate amendments, and I expect to 
.ilo so before Monday. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentlemau say? 
Mr. HAY. I insist on my request. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. 1\fANN. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Then it is referred to the Committee on 

:Military Affairs. 
BRIDGE ACROSS FOX RIVER AT GENEVA, ILL. 

1\Ir. COPLEY. 1\Ir. Speaker, may I ask the Speaker to take 
from the desk the bill S. 5415 and lay it before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the Senate 
bill, a similar bill being on the Hou e Calendar. 

Mr. COPLEY. This is exactly similar to the bill H. R. 14387. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 5415) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Fox River at Geneva, Ill. 

Be it enacted, etc.1 That the Chicago & North Western Railway Co.l 
b. corporation orgamzed and existing under the laws of the States or 
.Wisconsin, Illinois, and Michigan, its successors and assigns, be, and 
is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Fox River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation 
in the city of Geneva and State of Illinois in accordance witlt the act 
of Congress entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
flCross navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. · 

On motion of 1\Ir. CoPLEY, a motion to reconsider tlle vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Hou. bill of s imilar 
tenor, H. R. 14387, will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 
CHANGE OF TIEFEREKCE. 

. 1\Ir. OGLESBY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask for a change of reference 
of the bill H. R. 14822 from the Committee on the Judiciary to 
the Committee on the Di trict of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not tmder. tand what the 
gentleman was saying, there being so much noise. 

1\fr. MANN. This may be very interesting, but we can not 
bear it. 

Mr. OGLESBY. 1\Ir. Spe..•1.ker, I ask that the bill H. U. 14822, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, be re
ferred to the Committee on the Di. trict of Columbia. This same 
bill was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. What is the bill? 
Mr. OGLESBY. It is a bill to prevent the de ecration, muti

lation, or improper use of the flag within the District of Co
lumbia. The Committee on the Di tl'ict of Columbia had the bill 
under consideration, and suggested a number of change , and 
in order .that it might not be in po ition where we had too many 
amendments I r eintroduced the bill, and I think it was an error 
when it was referretl to the other committee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSIOX OF TI E::\L \UK ' . 

1\lr. CRAl\ITO~. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimou · consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD on the subject of suffrage. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman: from Michigan asks unani
mou consent to extend his remark ·· in the RECORD on the sub
ject of suffrage. 

1\lr. BARNHART. 1\lr. Speaker, re ·ening the right to ob
ject, this is not a communication by some other individual than 
the Member? 

1\Ir. CRA1\1TOK In part, and part a communication by me
both Yery brief. 

The SPEA.KER. I there objection? [After a pause.] The 
. Chair hem·s none. 

CIU.NGE 0');' REFETIENCE. 

1\lr. AL:\JOX. l\lr. Speaker, the bill H. R. 1434iJ, for the re
lief of J. r. ratte1·son, has been referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office an<l Post Roads. I ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER If it is a privnte bill the chairman of the 
committee to which it is referretl can change it him ·elf. The 
Speak E-1' has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. ALMON. Tile chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads suggested that I make the request. 

The SPEAKER. It does not make any difference what the 
committee requested. It is a private bill, and all the gentle· 
man has to do is to write on the back of the bill where be 
wishes it to go. 

JUY~ILE COTJRT, DISTRIC'l' OF COLtJ:.llB:li. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Kentucky [l\Ir. JOHN· 
SON] , under a special order, i entitled to speak not to exceed 15 
minute. 

1\!r. JOH.JSON of Kentucky. l\lr .. Speaker: Since the l\Ieu
ace, a pnper published at Aurora, l\Io., a paper which would 
rather be a r eligion bigot than be right, has pref rre·d to be an 
alarmist rather than tt·uthft1l concerning the Hou e bill known 
as "the jnYenile court bill," I haye concluded to make a short 
statement relatiYe to the bill. 

After having laid down the general principle that the !.Jill i of 
Catholic origin and has for its principal purpo. ·e the placing of 
Protestant children in "Roman Catholic pri ::;ons," that hy.:
terical paper then complains of other alleged wrongs in the bill. 
One of these is that per ons under 17 yem .. of age who violate 
the law may be placed in in titution "other than public in ti
tutions." Another complaint is that the hearing or trial of 
youthful offenders may be "priYate" instead of public. An<l 
another is that the records of the court 11roceedings may be with
held from the public. 

I wish to say that the proposition to place youthful offcntlers 
in in titutions "other than public in tihttion ' is conceded by 
the world over to be better than placing them in public institu
tions with hardened criminals. Forty-four State. out of the 
fort3·-eight which compose the United States have a simibtr law. 
Snell a law has been enacted in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansa~. 
California, Colorado, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kan as, Kentucky, Louisiana l\iaine, Maryland. 
1\Ias achusett , l\Iichi~nn, l\linne ota, l\H ·souri, l\Iontann, Ne
braska, Nevada, Kew Hampshire, New Jer ey, New York, Kor th 
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Ver
mont, Virginia , 'Vnshiugton, 'Vest Virginia, Wi~;consin, aml 
Wyoming. 

In each and eYer one of those States that law wa: enacted by 
a non-Catholic legislative body. 

The second complaint is U1at uo lienriug n rrn in 't a youthful 
offender should be "private." Snell hearing are permitted to 
be prh·ate or in chambers in the States of Alabama, Arizona, 
Delaware, Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Missouri, Montana, New Jersey, New York, North Carolinn, 
North Dakota, Rhode I . land and 'Vashington-17 in all. Non
Catholic legislature enacted that law in those States. 

The third objection made by this hysterical alarmist i · that 
the "recordc:.;" of hearings concerning youthful offenderg may 
be withl1eld from the public. All modern trend of humane au<l 
charitable thought is now in that direction. A similar law i · 
upon the statute book of Georgia, New Jersey, New York, Ore
gon, Rhode I land, and Virginia. The Virginia law was ·adopted 
only year before last, while that of New York was adopted a 
late as la ._ t year. 

The bill about which this religion bigot complains so bitterly. 
and with so little reason, extends clemency and mercy and 
at the same time holds out hope to the childish offender, :ret r e
deemable from a life of cl'ime, instead of dealing with him OL' 
her as a hardened, profess ional criminal of mature years. for 
whom there is no hope and for whom there should be little or 
no clemency. 

The Menace, the bigot <1 critic of the bill, boldly makes the 
assertion that under it proYisions Prote 'taut <:hildren will b(· 
committed to ''Roman Catlwlic pri. ons," notwith tanding the 
fact that section 25 of the bill provides in plain language that 
the judge of the court, in committing children to in titution · 
" other than public institutions," sllall commit them to a " cus
todial agency " holding the same religious belief as tile parents 
of the child or to some institution or association goYerned br 
persons of like religions faith. Therefore, the judge of the court 
could not send a Prote tant child to either a "·ell-condurted 
Catholic institution, to a Catholic home, or to the nlleg <l 
"Roman Catholic prison," of which the 1\lenace speaks just as 
though such a thing really existed. Under the proYisions of U10 
bill the judge of the ju..,..cnile court would be required to select n 
Presbyterian " custodial agency " for a Presbyterian child, n. 
Methodist " custodial agency " for a 1\Iethodist cllild., a Baptist 
•· custodial agency·~ for a Baptist chilu, a Jewish "custodial 
agency" for a Jewish child, au Epi copalian "custodial agency " 
for an Episcopalitu,l child, a Cou O'regationalist "custodial 
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agency " for a Congregationalist child, and a Catholic " cus
todial agency " for a Catholic child only. 

As I have already said, similar laws, enacted by non-Catholic 
legislative bodies, are now upon the statute books of 44 out of 
the 48 State of the Union. 

If a girl of 12 or 14 years should be arrested for an un
chaste offense against the law, can any person charitably in
clined tell me or anybody else why her trial should be opened to 
the morbidly curious and the scandal monger? If a girl of like 
age should be rescued from a bawdy house and placed in a 
Ma onic orphan asylum, or in a Methodist orphan asylum, or in 
a Baptist orphan asylum, or in a Presbyterian orphan asylum, 
or in a Catholic orphan asylum, and there be reformed and after
wards become a good woman, can anyone tell me why the legal 
record which committed her to the custody of any of these in
stitutions should be held for all time as a public record against 
her past life, a life which she has left behind? Why should 
any wicked man, either for the purpose of lustful or pecuniary 
blackmail or for any other purpose, be permitted to go nnd 
get the record of her past, which could not possibly be used 
for any good purpose but of necessity could be used only for 
an evil purpose? 

As I have said, the most modern thought is upon the chari
table and merciful side of this question; and the States of 
Georgia, New Jersey, New York, Oregon, Rhode Island, and 
Virginia hm·e already enacted laws to shield reformed girls 
and boys, rather than to have them forever confronted with a 
record against which they could not stand in any new com
munity to which they might go. 

As already said, neither of the three complained-of provisions 
of the bill is a pioneer one. The people of every civilized land 
have come to treat youthful offenders with more charity and 
le s SE:'verity than is meted out to the confirmed criminal who, 
by hi.c;; many and repeated unlawful acts, has put himself be
yond the sympathies of tolerant men and women. 

The proposed law for the District of Columbia is not an ice
breaking, pioneer one for the District of Columbia as the in
cendiary impostor would have his uninformed readers to believe. 

Complaint is made against the bill because a child can be 
" summoned " to appE>ar before the court instead of being 
dragged there by force. Further complaint is made that a 
child may be "summoned" to appear in court "without the 
consent of the father or mother or guardian." Without a con
siderate juvenile court law the lawbreaking child would be 
forcibly arrested and taken into court without the consent of 
the father, mother, or guardian. I ask which is the more 
humane, and which is better for the future of the child, and 
even more considerate of the father and mother? 

Unless the law make a difference in the mmmer of arrest, 
trial, and commitment of the youthful offender and those of 
mature years, then the youthful offender instead of being 
quietly " summoned " to appear before the court would be 
dragged through the streets by uniformed officers, just as is 
done with the hardened, shameless criminal. 

I am consb·ained to believe that all this furor has been raised 
by this religious bigot simply because it has happened that the 
bill was introduced by a Catholic, and because it makes it pos
sible for offending children of Catholic parents to be put into 
Catholic institutions, just as the offending children of parents 
of any · other religious denomination may be placed in institu
tions of their faith. 

The same bigot prefers to mislead rather than to enlighten 
when undertaking to convey the apprehension and grave fear 
that the trial of youthful lawbreakers behind doors closed to 
the uncharitable b·aducer is for some mean and debasing pur
po e rather than a shield between the unfortunate boy or girl 
and the scandal monger, who e principal pastime is to tell 
from man to man the frailties and misfortunes of others, even 
those of the youth of our land. 

The same self-constituted guardian of liberty which peddles 
its false alarms at 25 cents n year to every gullible who can 
be found to buy them would ·have it believed that the bill now 
before Congress is the first to make provision for "private" 
instead of public hearings of charges against youthful breakers 
of the Jaw, while in fact, as I have said, substantially the same 
law is upon the statute books of 17 of our States, put there by 
non-Catholic legislatures. 

If it is true, as this religious bigot would have you beliE:'ve, 
that the purpose of the bill is to commit youthful offender~ to 
" Roman Catholic prisons," let us see who these Menace-made, 
villainous plotters against our boys and girls· are. 

I introduced the bill at the request of those who prepared it. 
The bigoted alarmist mny say that because I, 1.t Catholic, intro
duced the bill is suiiicient proof of. itself of its unh-oly purpose. 
I was asked to i.ntroduce the bill because I happened to be chair-

man of the Committee on the District of Columbia, to which com
mittee all District bills are referred for consideration. Among 
those who asked me to introduce the bill is Judge J. W. Latimer. 
Is he a Catholic, taking orders from the Pope to fill " Roman 
Catholic prisons"? No; Judge Latimer, whose post-office ad
dress is at the Municipal Building, Washington, D. C., is not only 
a non-Catholic, but a Mason in good standing. 

Next, let us see whether or not Catholics drafted this bill so 
that "Roman Catholic prisons" might be filled. 

A Pre byterian Attorney General of the United States elected 
a committee of five persons who were deemed competent to draft 
the bill, and fair-minded enough and broad e:nough to ·write a 
bill free from both religious prejudices and religious preferences, 
in keeping with the Constitution of the United States. The five 
persons selected were Miss Julia C. Lathrop, Washington, D. C.; 
Bernard Flexner, Chicago, Ill.; Dr. William J. Kerby, Waslliug
ton, D. C.; Mr. Walter C. Clephane, Washington, D. C.; and 
Mr. William H. Baldwin, Washington, D. C. 

Are they Catholics doing the bidding of the Pope? Let us see 
what and who they are. 

1\fiss Julia C. Lathrop in religious belief is a Congregation
alist, not a Catholic; Mr. Flexner is a Jew, not n Catlwlic; 
Mr. Clephane is a Presbyterian, not a Catholic; Mr. Baldwin is . 
also a_ Presbyterian, not a Catholic; Dr. Kerby is the only 
Catholic among them all. 

Miss Lathrop was appointed by President Taft as Chief of the 
Children's Bureau of the United States and was reappointed to 
that responsible and honorable position by President Wilson. 

The Board of Trade of Washington appointed a committee to 
look into the merits of the bill. That committee carefully con
sidered it, item by item, and with a few minor changes ap
proved it. 

\Vas that committee made up of Catholics in order to run peo
ple into " Roman Catholic prisons •·? Again, let us see. The 
chairman of that Committee was Mr. Louis A. Dent, an Episco
palian and 1\iason, not a Catholic. Another member of that 
committee was Mr. Merritt 0. Chance, also an Episcopalian ancl 
Mason, not a Catholic. Another member was Mr. George A. 
Shinn, a Presbyterian and a Mason, not a Catholic. Another 
member was l\1r. Thomas W. Smith, a Methodist and a Mason, 
not a Catholic. Another member was Mr. J. Lawrence Solly, a 
Baptist, not a Catholic. Another member was Mr. S. W. Cm-ri
den, a Presbyterian, not a Catholic. Another was 1\Ir. Mathew 
E. O'Brien, a member of no church, but an Odd Fellow, n 
Knight of Pythias, and a Mason, not a Catholic. Another mem
ber was Mr. Edward S. Schmid, a Lutheran and a Mason, not a 
Catholic. Another member was Mr. D. W. Thayer, a Presby
terian and a Mason, not a Catholic. Anoth-er member was 1Ir. 
William H. Baldwin, a Presbyterian, not a Catholic. Another 
member was Mr. \V alter C. Clephane, a Presbyterian and the 
son of a Mason, not a Catholic. Another member was 1\Ir. John 
H. Zabel, the only Catholic out of the whole lot. 

Can any sane man be made to believe that that commit tee 
connived at a proposition to fill " Roman Catholic pri ons" with 
American citizens? 

Congressman TINKILUI, who is in charge of the bill upon tlle 
floor of this House and who is its principal advocate, is a 
thirty- econd degree Mason. Is he, too, trying to fill " Roman 
Catholic prisons " with the children of his fellow Ma on. ? 

When this bill becomes law the execution of its provisions \\ill 
be with Judge Latimer, a Mason, not a Catholic. Is it b·ue of 
him that he will violate his oath to support and defend the Con-
8titution of the United States and use his high office to fill 
" Roman Catholic prisons " with Protestant children? 

I ask .the Masons of this House and the Masons of this country 
if they believe, in view of all of the facts, that this bi11 , written 
by non-Catholics, will place American citizens in "Rowan 
Catholic prisoris" ? [Applause.] 

LOCK AND DAM, NO. 6, GREAT K.Al."'V AWHA RIVEll, - W. V.A. , 

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for fi\e minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [l\Ir. 
LITTLEPAGE] asks unanimous consent to address the Hou e for 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\1r. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Speaker and gentl emen of the 

House, I want to cra\e your indulgence for a few moment . 
Yestet·day morning I a ked unanimous consent tha t the !Jill 
H. R. 12455, which I had prepared and introduce(] in the H ouse·, 
and at my instance wa referred to the Committee on 1\'l:ilitary 
Affairs, be transferred to the Committee on River aml Harbor.·. 
One of the ablest parliamentarians in this Chamber , I bel ieYe, 
misconceiving the purport of tlle bill , object ed, :m1l it was theJ·e
fore passed over. 
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i want to read the bill to the House. I feel tilat I run entitled 
to thi s r elief; that my coru;tituents are: It is a private bill that
doe · not hurt tile .Gov-ei·nment; -<loes not ,cost . the -Go\erriment
one cent, ·but pays the· Government an nnrnial. rei~bil. , It : ~-ill: 
~ffor<l a great accommodation to a Yast number of people, in 
fact many thousands of by best people. It is a ~ local ~ea . ure 
affecting my district only, an<l no ~ther Membet: of the ~ouse. 
is <lirectly or indirectly interested in the matter e:s:cept as a 
matter of public policy.- . The bill i-eads: 
.A bill (II. R. 12455) authorizing and directing tho Secret:uy of War _to 

lea se to_ Charleston-Dunl.lar Traction Co. a certain strip or piece of 
land owned by the Unitecl _States Gonrnment on the Great Kanawha 
Ri>er in West Virginia. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 

autborizPd and directed to lea e, at a nominal rental value of not ex-. 
~eeding $!.?5 per year, to the Charleston-Dtmbnr Traction Co., a cor
pora tion, its successors or a s. igns, the strip of _ land 15 feet wide ancl 
G01.8 f t>e t long, .or approximately. twenty-one one-hundredths of an acre, 
wbkll . a id s trip of lanrl is situated at or near United ·States · GoY
(:rnnwnt Lock and D::un 1\o. n of the GrPat 'Kanawha Rinr impro,·e
ment, ne:u· the city of Charleston, in the , 'late of West Virginia, which 
saiu strip of land said Charleston-Dunbar. Traction Co. is now occupy
ing with its track: p,·ot•idr d, That said annual:- rental shall ·be prpmptly 
paid a. required by the Secretary of War, aml that the United Rtates 
GovernmPnt ball sustain no loss or expense IJv reason of said lease to 
saiU traction company: And tJro t·ide(l (urtlt ci·;Tbat &'l.itl traction com
pany shall not fence up sahl ~trip of land unle s 1·equired to do so by 
the SecrPtary of War, and shall, at its own CA-pense, keep up and main
tain the existing crossings over saitl traction comvany's line on the 
Go>e-rnment's property: And 1n·ovidcd furthet·, That said traction com
pany s hall nClt remove its station or stop upon or neat' the Government's 
said property as saitl stop and ·tation is at present located. 

Tlti~ bill, as stated, was referred to the Committee on 1\Hlitary 
Affn..it·s. I thought at that time that that was the proper com
mittee, and orne of om· oldest 1\Ierubers say so yet. I do not 
want my bill destroyed by their ilifferences of opinions. The 
Committee on 1\Iilitary Affnir considered the bill, was in favor 
9f the bill, and directed me to so report it, but it -was sugge ·tetl 
by one of the most di 'tingu.isile<l and best Members of tltis 
Bouse, 1\Ir. KAHN, of California, that tile War Department be 
consulted. I acted on his suggestion and consulted tile War De
partment. The Secretary of 'Yar, througlt Col. Taylor, approved 
~he bill, but suggested in a Jetter, with his report, tllat the Com
mittee on Rh-ers and Hal'lJors slwultl a. well act on tile matter, 
doubtless his opinion being based on the fact that the original 
bill authorizing the appt·orwiation ·for the impro-vement of tile 
Great Kanawha River, in which this lock is situated, came front 
that committee. '£bat committee, through its chairman, 1\Ir. 
SPARKMAN, ~till feels that it should be con ·ulted and should 
con ·i<ler the bill. The S~retary of w·ar feels so. I am help
less unless this House comes to my relief, and have sought 
this opportunity to confer with you. I am entitled to ha\e 

- you help me to help and protect my people. · Now, the 
chait·nmn of the Committee on l\Iilitary AJfair ·, 1\Il'. HAY, of 
Virgjnia, one of our Yerr ablest 1\Iembers, a man of splendid 
qualities, whom every member of his committee loves, Demo
crats and Republicans alike, said it was all right with Jlim to 
make the reference. l\Ir. Sr>ARKMAN s committee, the Committe~ 
on Rh·ers and Harbor;::;, meets 1\fouday. If I do not get this per
mi ·ion to-day to refer it to that committee, I can not get the 
lJill acted upon in time. 

Judge Gro scup and his ns. ociate of Chicago, Ill., and Hon. 
Fred Paul Grosscnp and hi a.:sociates of Charleston, W. Ya., 
have expended nearly $600,000 in tile Great Kanawha River 
Valley. They are all fine, in fact noble, people, and are ma
terially assisting in the development of my section. This inter
urban line connect Cilarleston 'Yith the town of Dunbar; Lock 
No. 6, about midway between the t"·o citie , where the GoYern
ment owns about 6 or 7 acres of land, having purcha ed it at 
the time the lock "'ere put in tilere. Tile land occupied by the 
traction company i on a hillsitle. It will not bring 20 bushels 
of corn to the acre. It i very poor land and steep. It is within 
3 miles of my home. The strip occupied is approximately 1,200 
feet from the lock chamber aml 300 or 400 feet away from the 
t1a111. Does not in the slightest interfere with or injure the 
Government property. 
· 1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaket·, "'ill the gentleman 
yielll tilere? 
· The SPEAKER Does tile gentleman from West Vi1·giaia 
yield to the gentleman from Wi sconsin? 

1\lr. LITTLEPA.GE. Yes. 
1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. By what authority did the rail

road company :ret tile u e of that land in the first place? 
1\It·. LITTLEPAGE. By permis ion of the Secretary of War; 

he having lea e<.l it to tl1e traction company. I thank tile gentle
man for that que t ion. The Secretary of "\Var now claims· that 
having leased it for five 3·ears, and having no authority to lease 
it l on~er than five year·, expiring August 1, 1916, he must now 
ha\e the permis ion of Congre._. that he may continue or renew 
t11e h'<t se. 

.· The SPEAKER. The time of tlte gentleman from West Vir
ginia has expired. 
• 1\lr. LITTLEPAGE. ·I ask unanimous consent, 1\Ir. Speaker, 
that thi-·· bill be i·eferred to the Committee on lli\ers and Har-

t tiors. This is a 11ersonal matter to me, relntin(1' to n matter in 
my .own district-local in its n~ry nature and of Yital intere t to 
Ule ami mine- . 
,· Tile SPEAKER.- - The gentleman from "'e.t Virginia n k · 
unanimous con ent to take ·the bill Hame<l from tile Committee 
on Military Affairs and refer it to tl1e Committee on Iti-.;-ers ana 
Harboi·s. Is til ere objection? 
:. Th~i.-e ·-wa _no qbjecti~n. 

AGPJC1i'LTUR.lL .\PPROPTII.l'flO~ BILT ... 

1\..Ir. LEVEn.r 1\ii·. Speakei·, ~ I move tilat the Houge re ·olv 
itself irt'to' Committee · of the TI'llole· Honse on the . tate of tlte 
Unio~ for . tl).e furV-Ier consitler.ation of the Agricultm·al nppro
priation ' bill, H. R. 12717. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House re oln~d it. ·elf into ommitte<> of 

the Whole Hou e on the state of the Union for tile fnr ther 
consideration. of the Agricultural amwopriation bill, 'Tith Mr. 
HAMLIN in the chair. 
· The CHAIRMAN. The 'lerk will report the title of tl1e bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
- A bil_l (II. B. 1~717) making appropriation for the Departmen t of 

ligl'icultUI'e .tor t11e fiscal year cnlling June 30, 1917. 

: The CHAilll\11\.N. Wlien the committee ro ·e -Qll ye terdny 
afternoon· the gentleman from I rill iann had ·pending an ameml
ment . which, without objection, the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk rend as follow · : 
Amt>nd, page til, after line 13, by inserting a a new paragraph lh 

following: 
"Fot· investigating a method for the craclication of the llessian fly 

in wheat by the process of . praying, $ti0,000." 
The CHAilll\IAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. C{jL

LOP] is recognJzed. 
1\Ir. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I a ·k unanimou consent that 

the debate on this pnmgrapil aml all amendments theTeto may 
conclutle in 20 minute . 

Tho CHAIH~IAN. I · there olJjection to the gentleman's 
reque t? 
. 1\Ir. !.EVER. I will make it 23 minutes, 1\Ir. Chairman. 

~'lie CllAIRl\IA..r..~. The gentleman from South Carolina modi
fies h i request and asks unanimous con ent that debate on 
tlli paragraph and amendments thereto conclude in 25 minutes. 
I · til ere objection? 

There wa no objection. 
1\.Ir. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, thi · amendment i. · adut· ·~ed 

io one of the mo··t important indnstrie connected with agri
culture. The wheat crop of -last year wa · 'vorth more tilan n 
billion dollar.·. The farmers produced a billion dollars of ne'v 
wealth. In the previous year tile '"heat crop v.·as also worth 
~pprox.imately a billion dollars. Anil :ret in spite of thnt fnct 
there wa · a greater loss of wealth through the <le truct~ve 
ra\ages of the He sian fly in the wheat crop of those two 
years than occurred in :my other bus.ine in thi. great 
country. 

The growth of wheat is adapted. to every State in the 
Union. Yet there is less effort on the p!lrt of the Agricultural 
Department, it seems to me, to eradicate tile Hes ian fly and 
stop its ran1.ges tilan is devoted to any other subject connected 
·with the Department .of Agriculture. The rea onablc and prac
ticable way to exterminate this pe t is by some iru ecticide 
sprayed upon the growing plant. The eggs are depo ited upon 
the blade of the growing' plant, the life is germinated tilerc, 
and then the insect works its way into the stalk of the plant, 
uestroys the joint, and the wheat becomes worthle . The au
vice of the department. as given in bulletin ·, is for tile farmer 
to wait until after the fro t season has set in, so tilut tile fro t 
will kill the germs of life in the eggs laid on the plant. If that 
plan Ilad been followed last year in the great 1\iis i sippi Yal
ley south of Lake Michigan, there wouW have been no 'Yheat 
sown t11ere until too late in the sea on for it to germinate. 
There is no better wheat-producing soil in the world than in tile 
Delta of the 1\.Iississippi, in Louisiana, and 1\Iissis ·ippi. Yet 
if tlie farmers there should wait each year under the in truc
tion.s of the Agricultu]:al Department they would not be able to 
ow tileir wheat until long after t11e sowing eason had passe(l, 

:ind frequently after Cilri tmas or New Year. . An in ecticide 
can be prepared, either in a powder or a liquid form, nnll 
sprayed upon the growing wheat, destroying _ the life of this 
in ect, or the -life germ in the egg, ancl so protecting wheat 
from -the ravage of this pest. In <:ompari on to the great lo!-l~ 
sustnined . annually by the farmer~ of t hi..;; counh·y f rom the 
1~ayages of thi ·· pc. t , the :tt)Pl'O[)riation of 'i'JO,O 0 for c:s:peri-
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ments by scientists to disco\er some method along this line is n 
Yery moderate sum indeed, when we take into consideration 
the nmount that would be sa\ed to this industry in this coun· 
try en~h year. It is n matter of vital interest to the farmers 
of the counhT. I may add it is not alone of interest to them 
but to the entiee population of the country, who are concerned 
in the food supply. We should here do all we can to encom·age 
the industry of farming and particularly the branch of wheat 
culhm~. It is not enough to say '\le are trying some plan 
to rill . the plant of this enemy, but should make it possible 
for the department to avail itself of every opportunity to d!s
cowr some more effective means than it has so far discowred. 

l\Ir. IlAl\IILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yieh.l? 
1\lr. CULLOP. I yield to the gentleman from 1\lichigan. 
l\Il'. HAl\III.ll'ON of l\lichigan. I think '\le are all of us very 

much interested in what the gentleman is saying. What I '\\ant 
to inquire is whet11er the Govemrnent has made any experiments 
along this line, nnd if not, then whether experiments hm·e been 
made by private parties? 

1\lr. CULLOP. I thank the gentleman yery much for asking 
that question. The Government has made no experiments along 
this line, as I llaye been informell by it. I ca:led the attention of 
Prof. Webster to it last December when Congress con\ened. He 
'\las yery much interested, and I told him about an experiment 
made by a farmer in my district. He assured me that the 
matter would be tal;:en up · by the department with Purdue 
UniYel'sity. 

The CHAIHl\fAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
. l\lr. CULLOP. 1\lr. Clwirman, I would like thre~ or four 
minutes more. I want to gi\e this illustration, which I think. 
is important. · 

'l'he CIIAIHMAN. The committee has fixed the limit of 
t1el.mtc. 

1\Jr. CULLOP. I .ask unanimous consent to proceed for two 
or three minutes to answer the question of the gentleman from 
l\Iichic:an. I think I haYe some Yaluable information on tl1is 
subject. 
· 1\fr. LEVER. I presume the Chairman has resenell' five 

Ininutes for rue, and I ask the gentleman to take two minutes of 
my time. . 

'l'lle CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fro-Q..l Indiana is recognized 
for two minutes out of the time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [1\lr. LEVER]. · 

l\lr. CULLOP. Prof. 'Vebster promised me that be would 
take up the matter without delay, and ha\·e it inn~stigated 
tbrough Ptirdue University; but shortly after that Prof. \Veb
ster, unfortunately, died, on January :J, 1916, before anything 
had or could oe <lone in the matter. 

A farmer Ii\ing in 1\lonroe County, Ind., a tenant on wlwt 
was known as the Dunn farm, adjoining the campus of the 
State university, some years ago had a field of wheat in an 
orchard on the fru·m. In the spring he spraye(;. the orchard in 
order to kill the insects on the fruit tree · and some of the spray 
fell upon the gL"Owing wheat. The rest of the wheat in that 
field was destroyed by the Hessian fly, but on the part around 
th~ fruit trees \Yhich had been sprayed there was an abundant 
yie1<1. It \-vas the purpose of the department, under the direc
tion of Prof. 'Vebster, to look up this man, through the aid of 
Purdue Univ~rsity, and find out what insecticide he had u ·ed. 

Now, science is able to conquer the evils with which agri
culture is compel1ed to contend; but unle s some appropriation 
is made to direct the attention of the department it '"ill not 
take the necessary interest and make the inYestigation which is 
required . . There is nu more important matter than this in the 
Agricultural appropriation bill; and I ask the adoption of this 
amendment. LApplause.] 

I am informeu by the department tlwt of the appropriation 
proposed in this bill only $3,000 is proposed to be deYoted to tl1is 
important subject. This, I contenu, is \Yholly inadequate when 
we consider the magnitude of this industry, its importance to 
8,000,000 farmers who yearly suffer from the ravages of this 
pest, and the welfare of the people of this country. I urge for 
these reasons its adoption, believing, as I do, that conditions ex
isting reqtiire it and that if adopted it will serYe a most useful 
purpose to the E>ntire country. 

We should do what we can here to promote the great farming 
industry, because upon it the counh·::r's welfare depends, ~nd this 
mn t ter is of such vital importance that it deserves serious con
sideration in order that this great industry may IJe encouraged. 

l\Ir. BORLAND. 1\11'. Chairman, I am ready to support any· 
appropriation which looks to the eradication of the pest that de
stroy:- the wbent ct·op, the great ba ~ ic crop of cur connti-y. · I 
bnYe no more knowledge than most Members of tlie House 
of the method hy whirh the destruction of this pest can be ac-. 
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co~plished. If it is possible to destroy it by means of spray
ing, and that information can be gi\en out to the farmers, there 
is no doubt that the money will be \Yell spent. 

The wheat crop of this country last year was 900,000,000 
~nshels. It is one of our biggest ct·ops, our basic crop, prob
ably the most widespread crop thnt we have. I think it is now 
claimed that the production of corn exc~eds that of wheat in 
value and that wheat has dropped to second place, but that cnn 
only be a temporary condition, and eYentually and permanently 
wheat mu t be the great basic staple crop of the Mississippi 
Valley and of the farming regions of this country. As I haye 
said, last year we produced 900,000,000 bushels of wheat. That 
"'heat ,yas not only the stock in trade of the farmer, but it was 
the raw material of the country mill. Every small town has its 
flour mill, which manufactures flour from the wheat grown in the 
vicinity. Wheat used to be, and still ought to be, one of the 
great export crops of this country; and if it were not for the 
cheap \Yheat lands of Canada I doubt not that wheat \Yonld be 
one of the great export crops of this Nation. To-day the Amer
ican wheat farmer is confronted with competition which is 
world-wide. EYery bushel of wheat raised in Kan as or Missouri 
comes in competition not only with e-very other bushel of wheat 
raised in th9se States but with the wheat of Canada, with the 
wheat of Argentina, with the wheat of Australia, with the wheat 
of Siberia, and of all the other great wheat-producing regions 
of the world. 'l'he price of wheat is fixed in the strongest com
petiti\e · market under the strongest competiti\e conditions of 
world-wide competition. No man who produces wheat can 
TI!,'1.U'e on fixing the price of his own product. It is normally 
fixed at Liverpool under world-wide competition, and t11e only 
things that ''"e 6n improYe are the conditions of produCtion 
at borne and the cost of transportation to the great markets of 
the \VOrld. 

I ha\e voted repeatedly for items in tllis bill for the erat1ica
tion of pests which affiicted only a Yery small section of our 
agricultural industry, pests relating to the citrus-fruit rrop, 
which is a very trifling thing compared with the great agricul
tural interests of the West; pests relating to the chestnut-tree 
blight; and things of that ·kind, 'Yhich are insignificant com
pared with the great basic crops of the Nation. But here is a 
great wheat crop of 900,000,000 bushels, worth over a billion 
dollars, affected by this widespread pest; and, as I say, I do 
not know whether the spraying proposition is a good one or 
not, but, so far as I know, no way has been found of controlling 
the He5sian fly. I belieYe, however, that science can find a 
way to control it. I know in the counh·y at large last year, 
eYen with the 900,000,000 bushels, we produced nn ayerage of 
less than 13 bu hels per acre. I do not believe that a country 
in Europe produced less than 20 or 25 bushels an act·e, aml we 
must bring our standard of farming up by scientific methods in 
the Department of Agriculture until we have fuller returns for 
the agricultural products to the tiller of the soil. [Applause.] 

l\lr. BARKLEY. 1\lr. Chairman, I am Yery much in faYor of 
this amendment, because it makes it possible for the GoYern
ment to institute inyestigations by which H may be determined 
whether there is a remedy for this great eYil to the wlleat 
growers of the United States. Under present conditions and 
circumstances, there practically is no way for the farmer to 
proYide against the evil of the Hessian .fly. He does not know 
that the Hessian 1ly is on his wheat crop until the crop is prac
tically ruined. Therefore it is necessary for him to be allvisecl 
and informed in advance of some remedy that be may apply to 
the wheat that will be there, ready on the approach of the Hes
sian fly when he does come on the scene. 

Now, us has been suggested by the gentleman from l\lissouri 
ancl others, last year the wheat crop amounted to more than 
900,000,000 bushels, \alued at more than a billion dollars. I 
notice, within the last t\\o ar three weeks, that according to 
the forecasts of the Department of Agriculture and of the 
bureaus of the State. departments of agriculture O\er the coun
try the prospects are that this yenr there will not be more .than 
75 per cent of a crop of wheat raised, and a large proportion of 
this decrease is due to the Hessian fly, of which \Ye are com
plaining to-day. 

I do not know that it is possible, any more tllan I knew on 
yesterday it was possible, to manufacture potash out of kelp ; 
but if it is possible for the Government of the United States by 
investigation to proyide some remedy so thnt the farmer cnn 
Pl'Otect his \Yheat crop against the ravages of the Hessian fly, 
so that this great crop of 900,000,000 bushels lllUY be sayed to the 
people, this is a very paltry :;;urn to be 11rovided for the inYestiga
tion and demonstration of that remedy. 

'l'he ,\-heat crop is n peculiar crop. I; ·ome ~tntes they m!~e 
winter wheat, in some spring wh eat; !Jut wllethe1· it be winter 
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wheat or spring wheat, tt is always Subject to tl:ie ravages· of' the 
Hessian fly, because the tly can come in the fall of the year or 
the spring of the year, and whenever lt does come it secretly 
bores its way into thG stalk of wheat, and before the farmer 
knows tb~re is anything wrong his wheat is ruined, and there is 
no help for it. 

1\fr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. BARKLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. RAKER. This item is not in the bill? 
Mr. BARKLEY. No, sir. 
Mr. RAKER. Can the gentleman or the gentleman from 

Indiana or the gentleman from Missouri give any explanation o:f 
why it was not included in the general bill? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I can not. 
Mr. LEVER. The item is in the bill, as a matter of fact. It 

is in the item for the investigation of insects affecting cereals 
and forage crops. 

1\fr. RAKER. I asked the question · because the committee 
has been so willing, and the gentleman from Kentucky and others 
have presented the matter so well~ that it seems strange that it 
was not in the general bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate the gentleman's compliment. 
Mr. CULLOP. There is no provision in the bill for the process 

of spraying or the discovery of a process by spraying. 
Mr. BARKLEY. While it is in the item in gross for all cereals, 

of course there are many ·cereals besides wheat, and the appro
priation that would be devoted to wheat out of the .$114,000 
would be very small This amendment applies especially to 
wheat. 

1\lr. RAKER. I am in hearty sympathy with·the amendment, 
and I think there should be this additional sum for this particu
lar purpose. 

1\Ir. McLAUGHLIN. 1\fr. Chairman, there has never been 
any disposition on the part of the Committee on Agricultm·e to 
refuse to recommend appropriations for any good purpose to 
enable the department t() make investigations in important mat
ters ol this kind. The committee did consider very carefully the 
question and the amount of money needed by the department 
for work in connection with the diseases of cereals and forage 
crops, and money has been provided in the item that carries 
$114,000. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I understand that some of this other 

money, the $114,000, could be used for this purpose if the bm·eau 
thought proper? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. If the attention of the bm·eau is 

not specifically called to the Hessian fly. will they be apt to 
conduct inve tigations for that purpose? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I will say to the gentleman from Michi
gan that the attention of the department was called to the 
Hessian fly years ago, and it has been earrying on systematic 
work, bending every energy, using every known means for its 
eradication or control since 1905. There is a misapprehension 
in regard to this matter. Members seem to labor under the im
pression that the department has been doing nothing in the mat
ter of the Hessian fly. Sprays have been used, and with some 
measm·e of success, but the department has reached the con
clusion, and says it without hesitation, that their investigations 
have enabled them to appri e the farmers of the coming of the 
Hessian fly so they can prepare against it. They say, fm-ther, 
that if the instructions given by the department, the suggestions 
made, are followed, the farmers will avoid any serious damage. 

1\fr. HAMILTON of Michigan. ·what do they do to avoid 
serious damage? Everyone who is familiar with farming 
knows that the Hes ian fly is a serious pest. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. The methods and times of sowing the 
wheat are set forth, and directions are given for eac:b particu
lar locality, and the department tells us that if their directions. 
are followed the injury will not be serious. Of course it is 
barely po ible that some gentleman in Indiana has discovered 
a material for spraying which is something new and cheap 
enough to justify its use, something the officials of the depart
ment have not in their 11 years been able to discover, but I 
doubt it very much. Spraying will kill the Hessian fly, of 
course, but it is expensive to Rpray a wheat field. There arc
some wheat fields iu this country which contain several acres, 
and spraying would be an expensive operation. 

1\Ir. CULLOP. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 
1\lr. CULLOP. Has the department at any time ever made 

any effort to discover a remedy for the Hessian fly by spraying? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Sure, and while they have reached 
some measm-e of success, they recommend the other method, 
and they have issued a bulletin giving directions and offering 
suggestions to farmers, apprising them each year whether or not 
the fly is corriing or is liable to ceme, and tile methods to be 
employed and particularly the times of sowing to prevent 
serious damage. 

1\Ir. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield f-ur
ther? 

1\lr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 
Mr. CULLOP. Is not the only method that the department 

proposes for the treatment of this subject to advise the farmers 
· by means of its natural enemies in connection with the cam
paign, and induce farmers to plant the wheat at a fly-free date; 
that is, after the frost season occurs? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN.- That is just what I have said, that after 
all investigations made by the officials of the Bureau of En
tomology and by other bureaus, they have founll ~his matter of 
the time and manner of planting to be the most helpful, and 
they make a recommendation to that effect, and have prncti-

. cally given up, after a full investigation, tlie matter of using a 
spray or of 1,inding a spray which can be recommended. 
. 1\fr. CULLOP. The gentleman is aware that the fiy occurs in 

the spring of the year after the frost season is over? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. The principal damage was at first, and 

I believe is yet, to the winter wheat, and there was no trouble 
to the spring-wheat area; but bitely the fly has infested the 
spring-wheat area as well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the Department of Agricul~ure 
since 1905 has been making investigations to find a remedy 
against the ravages of the Hessian fly. They propose., out of ' 
this appropriation of $114,000, to expend · $5,000 during the 
coming fiscal year for a continuance of these studies. 

1\fr. CULLOP. M:r. Chairman, will the · gentleman yield? 
1\!r. LEVER. I have only three minutes, and I decline to 

yield. It is now argued by the gentleman from Indiana [J\Ir. 
CULLoP] and others supporting his amendment that this is a. 
mere bagatelle as compared to the total value of the wheat 
crop. That is true. No one controverts that, but I want to call 
the attention of members of the committee to this fact, that the 
Department of Agriculture through its 10 years of study has 
not as yet reached a definite conclusion as to what is the be t 
method of controlling the ravages of the Hessian fly. In other 
words, this whole proposition is still in a: scientific and experi
mental stage. Five thousand dollars is all that the department 
asks to continue its scientific investigation. - It is not a ques
tion of going out into the field to employ means and men anu 
material to eradicate the Hessian fly ; if it were, a larger ap
prop-riation might be justified, but this is an appropriation 
to enable the department to continue its scientific investiga
tion. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Doe· this mean laboratory 
investigation? 

Mr. LEVER. Laboratory and field-ehiefly field investiga
tion. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. What is tile extent of the fielll 
investigation? 

Mr. LEVER. They have some six or eight field stations 
scattered · throughout the country. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman state 
where they are? 

1\fr. LEVER. That takes my time, but I will put it in the 
REcoRD. 'l'he stations are- located in Nm'th Carolina, Virginia, 
Maryland, Indiana, Kansas, Tennessee, South Dakota, Missouri, 
and Oregon. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And also what tlley can do at these sta
tions with $5,000. 

Mr. LEVER. Oh, the gentleman is wrong in that. This is 
not a question of eradicating the- fly, it is a question of gather
ing scientific information, and you can do as much at six or 
eight stations in getting fundamental, basic facts as you coulu 
at 100 stations. 

Mr. BOOHER. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LEVER. I must ask the gentleman not to interrupt as 

I have only a few minute§. If we can find n remedy the Com
mittee on Agriculture is willing to appropriate money to apply 
the remedy, but until we have the remedy, let us not appropriate 
$50,000 here, of which the only use we could make would be to 
employ a number of additional scientific expert --boys who have 
graduated in chemistry at some college-students ju t out of 
college. The department through this amendment woul<l be cli
rected to spend this money, and the uepurtment would spend 
the money. They would put these youngsters on the road and 
eat up the $50,000, when the same results can be had, according 

\ 
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to their own estimate , for $5,000 by concentrating it in the 
hands of one or two genuine traineu scientists and experts. I 
hope that the amendment will be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expireu. All time has expired. The question is 
on tile amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. . 

Tile question was taken; and on a <li\ision (demanded by Mr. 
LE\ER) there were-ayes 24, nays 58. 

So the amendment wns rejected. 
1\Ir. l\IOORE of Pennsylnmia rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chait· will state to the gentleman 

that by unanimous consent all debate on the paragraph and all 
amendments th0reto \vas closed. The Clerk '"ill read. 

The Clerk read as follO\'t'S: 
For investigations of insects affectin~ southern field crops includ

iJ?g insects :-.U:ecting cotton, tobacco, rice, sugar cane, etc., 'and the 
c1garettf' bettie and .Argentine :mt, $G4,400. 

1\lr. l\IOOUE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. The Bureau of Entomology aets 
~8G8,880, which is a large sum, for the investigation of bug~ or 
msects. It is a great deal more in the aggregate than we get 
f01~ some very worthy projects in the river and harbor bill; 
tw1cc as mucl1, at least, as went this year to all the States of 
New En~land for the improvement of their ports and rivers; 
but notwithstanding that, I think it is proper we should have 
a careful investigation of all these bugs and that there should 
b~ scientists employed by the Goyernment to see that we get 
ri<l of them as rapidly as possible. 

1\lr. HAWLEY. 'Vill the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. l\100RE of Penn. ylnmia. I really have not the time. I 

am with the gentleman and shall support the item· I am not an
tagonizing it. I am in fa\or of the removal of btigs that affect 
the health of man or that tend to destroy the health and happi
ness of animals. To prove the necessity for the appropriation 
for the proper control of our bugs and insects and germs, I 
senu to the Clerk's desk a bit of verse attributed to Mr. Roy 
Atwell, a comedian, who seems to have giYen deep thought to 
this subject. 

The CHAIRMAl~. The Clerk will read in the time of · the 
gentleman from PennsylYania. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
In the:.e days of indigestion 
It is oftentimes a question 

As to what to eat and what to lea>e alone 
For each microbe and bacillus ' 
HasP.. different way to kill us, 

And in time they always claim us for their own. 
There are germs of everv kind 
In any food that you can find 

In the market or upon the bill . of fare. 
Drinking water's just as risky 
As the so-called deadly whisky, 

And it's often a mistake to breathe the air. 
Some little bug is going to find you some day, 
Some littJe bug will crrep behind you some day; 

Then he'll send for his bog friends 
And all your earthly trouble ends ; 

Some little bug is going to find you some day. 
The inviting green cucumber 
Gets 'most everybody's number, 

Whi1e the green corn has a system of its own ; 
Though a radish seems nutr!tious. 
Its behnvjor is quite vicious, 

And a uoctor will be coming to your home. 
Eating lobster cooked or plain 
Is only flirting with ptomaine, 

While an oyster sometimes has a lot to say, 
But the clams we eat in chowder 
Make the angels chant the Jouder, 

For they know that we'll be with them right away. 
Take a slice of nice fried onion 
And you're fit for Dr. :Munyon; 

Apple dumplings kill lou quicker than a train. 
Chew a cheesy mldnigh " rabbit " 
And a grave you'll soon inhabit-

All, to eat at all is such a foolish game. 
Eating huckleberry pie 
Is a plea~ing way to die, 

While sauerlu·aut brings on softening of the brain. 
- When 30u cat banana fritters 

Every undertaker titte1·s, 
And the casket makers nearly go insane. 

Some little bug is going to find you some day 
Some little bug will creep behind you some da'y • 

With a nervous little quiver ' 
He'll give cirrhosis of the liver; 

Some little bug is going to find you some day. 
When colu-storage vaults I visit 
I can only .;ay what ~~ it 
. Makes poor mortals fill their systems with such stu!!? 

1'iow, for breakfas t, prunes are dandy 
If a stomach pump is handy 

And JOUr <locto:: can be found quite soon enough. 
Eat a plate of fine pigs' knuckles 
AD<l the beaLl. ·tc:ne eutter chuckles, 

While the gravedigger makes a note upon h!s cut!. 
Eat that lovely red bologna 
And you·u wear a wooden kimono, 

As your relatives start scrapping 'bout your stu!!. 

Some little bug is going to fincl you some day, 
Some little bug will creep behind you some day ; 

Eating juicy sliced pineapple 
Makes the sexton dust the chapel ; 

Some little bug is going to find you some day. 
All these crazy foods they mix 
Will float us 'cross the River Styx, 

Or they'll start us climbing up the milky way; 
And the meals we eat in courses 
Mean a hearse and two black horses, 

So before a meal some people always pray. 
Lucious grapes bree<l 'pentlicitis, 
And the juice leads to gastritis, 

So the1·e's only death to greet us either way; 
Anu fried llver's n.ice, but, m.ind vou, 
Friends will soon ride slow behind you. 

And the papers then will have nice things to say. 
Rome little hug is fi"'oing to find you some day, 
Some little bug wi creep behind you some day ; 

Eat some saucet they call it chili, 
On you breast tney'll place a lily ; 

Some little bug is going to find you some day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania has expired. 

l\Ir. l\IOORE of Pennsylyania. 1\lr. Chairman, I ask unnni
mous consent that the chorus be read. 

1\Ir. MILLER of PennsylYania. 1\ir. Chairman, I think we 
have had enough of that now. I shall have to object to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to oppose the motion 
of the gentleman. 

1\fr. LEVER. l\'l1". Chairman, may I ask unanimous consent 
that debate close on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
in 10 minutes? 

l\Ir. SAU::NDBRS. l\Ir. Chairman, reserving the right to ob
ject, suppose the gentleman let the debate de\elop on this a little, 
and then see whether it is de irable to close it. 

1\lr. LEVER I do not think there is going to be any difficulty 
in reference to this. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I do not know, but I want to get a little 
information. 

1\Ir. LEVEH. I will make it 15 minutes. 
The CHAIRi\L>\.N. The gentleman from South Cat·olina asks 

unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto close in 15 minutes. Is there objection? 

1\Ir. KINCHELOE. 1\lr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob-
ject, there seem · to be some ridicule on the other side and this 
is a very important matter to some of us gentlemen he~·e--

1\lr. LEVER. Let me say to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that when he has been here as long as I have he \'rill find t11e 
best way to hnmlle an item of this kind is to say as little as 
possible. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I <lo not want to say anything unless it is 
necessary, but I did not \Yant to be precluded from saying some
thing if it be necessary. 

l\11'. LEVER. This is an ex:ccelling1y important item, and I 
am satisfied there is no opposition to it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Will the chairman answer a question 
before the request is put, because I want to see whether I 
shall desire to offer an amendment or not? I notice in line 14 
it is merely for the "in\estigation of insects." 

l\Ir. MANN. Mr. Chairman, whose time is this? 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Virginia 1ms not 

been recognize(]. The Chair w-as waiting to see whether there 
would be any UtiTeement. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. l\Ir. Chairman, I would n:;;k that the gen
tlemrul from South Carolina -~;ithhold his motion in that con
nection. 

The CHAIIt~Lili. There is no motion pending. 
l\Ir. SAm'DERS. I reser"i'ed the right to object just to 

get a little information from the gentleman from ~outil Caro
lina. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no propo. ·ition really put 
before the Chair. 

1\lr. L~VER. 1\Ir. Chairman, let me modify my request. I 
ask unallilllous consent that all debate on this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto close in 20 minutes. 

1\lr. SAUNDERS. 1\fr. Chairman, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to ask the gentleman-- · 

Mr. LEVER. l\lr. Chairman, I am trying to save time. 
The CHAIR:\L\N. Wait until the Chail· puts the proposition. 

The gentleman from South Carolina asks unanimous consent 
that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
close in 20 minute . Is there objection? 

l\11·. SAUNDEHS. l\Ir. Chairman, reseryin~ the ricrht to 
object, I do not know that I will want any time, but I "'noti<:e 
in line H tl1e 1anguagt! is "for investigation of insects," mul 
in line 23 "fo1· investigations and demonstrations." 

Now, what I am interested in, nn<l wlwt the rcpresentatiYc 
of every tobacco State is interested in, i ~ this: \Ye m·e intl'r
ested in the demonstration of the method of llestroying, for 
instance, the tobacco hornworm by insecticides, and I want to 
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know whether .under the language used that can be done or 
whether it will be necessary, fOllowing the analogy of line 23, 
to put in the word " <lemonstrations "? 

lHr. LEVER No; I will say to the gentleman from Virginia 
under the language in the item at line 14 the department would 
do the demonstration work the gentleman has in mind. The 
department would not do it as demonstration work, but it 
\l·ould haye the same practical effect. The department says 
that its investigatfons of the hornworm in tobacco have not been 
completed, and the demonstration work in connection with it 
is only incidental, but in that investigation the praetical result 
is just the same. 

Mr. SAm""DERS. The demonstrations we are interested in 
will be performed. under the present languag-e? 

l\1r. LE"\ ER. Without a doubt in the W"DTld. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. This can·ies some more money 

for that purpose. 
The CHA.IRI\I.AN. Is ther.e objection? 
Mr. 1\IANN. l\Ir. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 

how is this time to be divided? 
1\fr. LEVER. The gentleman from Illinois desires five min

utes, the gentleman from Oregon [.1\Ir. HAwLEY]--
Mr. l\IANN. There are six or eight gentlemen asking for 

time. 
l\fr. LEVER. The gentleman from 1\fissouri [Mr. BooHER] 

wants five minutes--
1\lr. SAUNDERS. 1 want :five minutes. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. And I want five minutes. 
The CHAIR....\1AN. Is there objecti"Dn? ' 
Mr. LEVER. Gentlemen who have asked for time would 

consume nearly an hom·, and I am satisfied there will be no 
motion to strike out this proposition at all, and I feel satisfied 
if such a motion were made it would not carry. I would like 
to get along with this bill to-day. If the gentlemen !(}esire to 
discuss it rather than have it expedited, of course the chairman 
is helpless to close debate on· these small items. He realizes 
that. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I want five minutes. 1 have not <COnsumed 
any time in this debate, and I have nevE'.r consumed any time on 
the Agricultural bill. I would like to have five minutes. 

l\Ir_ LEVER. That is very true. 
The CHAIRJ.\.1AN. As the Chair understands the proposition 

of tbe gentleman from South Carolina, it is to allow 20 minutes' 
debate, 5 minutes to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
5 minutes to the gentlE'man from Illinois [Mr. 1\I.A.NN], 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BooHER], and 5 min
utes--

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I temporarily withdraw the 
request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon {Mr. HA.WLEY] 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvani-a called 
attention to the size "Of this appropriation. I rise to remark that 
the Department of Agriculture finds there are some 20,000 dif
ferent kinds of bugs and "Other pests that infest the crops of this 
country. Not all of these are active at any given period. There 
are about 600 that arc active at a time, but not always the same 
600. The solution of the problem in any one section of the 
country does not settle it for every other section, for the reason 
that clim-atic conditions will change the life history of a pest 
in a new section of the country-that is, a section new to it
and create a new problem. Although the appropriation runs 
very close to $900,000, the amount of work that is to be done 
under it, and the enormous loss every year to crops by reason of 
the destruction occasioned by these pests is so large, that the 
amount is small in comparison with what will be saved to the 
agricultural intere ts "Of the country. 

l\lr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. HAWLEY. I will. 
Mr. TILSON. These are all for investigations, as I under~ 

stand it. What step are taken to bring the results of these 
inve tigations home to the people who suffer from the ravages of 
these insects? 

l\lr. HAWLEY. Inform-ation given to the public as a result of 
these investigations. 

l\Ir. TILSON. How is it given to the public? 
Mr. HA W'LEY. There are two separate appropriations in the 

bill for demonstration work-one for the crops of the South and 
one fot· the crops in the North-under which agents are sent out 
to inform the people. And under the Lever-Smith agricultural · 
extension bill this extension work will be very largely increased. 
The purpose of the whole investigation is to get information, 
sound and accurate, to be given to the farmers for their benefit, f 

and put it in such a form and present it in such terms that 
they can readily understand it and make use 'Of it. 

Mr. BOOHER :Mr. Chairman, I am not oppo. etl to this parc1-
graph, and I would not be opposed to it if he appropriation 
were greater than it is. But I desire to call the attention · of 
the House to the fact that this is only for one section of the 
country. It includes ()nly certain things as specifically set out 
in the paragraph, and no one of these things is more important 
than the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indin.n:-t [ 1r. 
CULLoP] that was defeated just a few moments ago. 

Now, we were told by the chairman of the Committee Qll .Agri
cultm·e that it was not necessary to set out in the appropriation 
a specifi<! item to inv-estigate the rnvages of the Hessian fly n.nd 
to determine some means for eradicating it. Then I would lik 
to know why it is nec-essary in this provision of the bill to use 
language, " For investigation of insects affecting southern field 
crops, including insects :affecting cotton, tob:l.eco, rioe, sugar 
cane,·~ and so forth. 

There are at least four paragraphs in this bill that provide 
for the investigation of inseets that are injurious to cotton. 
There is 'One provision in this bill that giyes $500,000 for the 
further investigation of the boll weevil and its effect upon the 
cotton crop. We have carried that appropriation for 10 years. 
Five million <lollars has been expended, and year after year 
notwithstanding the fact that the department has told Congress 
that there is no remedy for th1s boll weevil except crop rotation, 
notwithstanding they have published bulletin · after bulletin 
upon that subject, they tell u that this appropriation must be 
made to keep up the boll-weevil investigation. You can not 
get $50,000 to investigate a subject that causes more lo 
to this country every year than the boll weevil does to tl1e 
cotton crop. 

New, I want to ·reply to a statement that was made by the 
chairman of the committee in reference to ·the· ravages of the 
Hessian 1ly. Why, they seem to think tbat the Hessian fry does 
all the damage in the fall of the year, and the department hUB 
recommended that the farmer sow wheat after the frost has come 
and killed the larvre 'Of the Hessian fly. If you wait in some 
sections of this country to sow your wheat after the frost comes, 
the wheat will not come up, and you will have none. More 
crops nre destroyed by this insect in the months of March and 
April than in any other month of the year, -and the ravages of 
the fly are so great in those months sometimes that the farmers 
plow up their wheat fields and plant them to corn. 

This appropriation is no more necessru-y for these insects
the tobacco insects and the cotton insects-than for the in
vestigation of the Hessian fly, and not nearly so important, yet 
we appropriate only $5;000 to prevent the destruction of that 
great wheat crop by the Hessian fty! And now you give 
~500,000 for the boll weevil in one section, and in three other 
sections of this bill they provide the money to investigate the 
in~ects affecting the cotton crop, It is not a fair division of 
this money. It is not a fair division of the investigation of the 
Department of .Agriculture, It -se~-ns to me that no one who 
voted against the appropriation of $50,000 for the inYestigation 
of the Hessian fly can vote for this pro_position and claim to be 
consistent. 

That is all I care to say about it, 
l\1r. SLOAN. l\1r. Chairman, I rise to answer the metric ar

gument, the poetic logic, of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[l\fr. MooRE], who, in his -original poetic effusion, has a purpose 
which has perhaps escaped a great many of the producers on 
the floor, his evident purpose being to discourage gene1·ous con
sumption of farm products. I want to say that the gentleman i 
entirely consistent in this matter, because if he were personally 
filed as an exhibit in the case be would demonstrate the "fact that 
he has taken his own advice and consumed as little as possible. 

Mr. l\100RE of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Chairman~ will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. SLO.AJ.'l. Very briefly. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman does not want 

his words taken down, does he? [Laughter.] 
Mr. SLOAN. I am willing that you should do anything with 

the words so long as you will spare me personally. [Laughter.] 
1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will not move that the gen

tleman's words be taken down this time. 
1\fr. SLOAN. I will say that the gentleman from Pennsyl

vania is endeavoring to discourage consumption, so that pro
duction will not be so remunerative-

1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am very much opposetl to 
tuberculosis, if the gf"ntleman pleases. [Laughter.] 

l\fr. SLOAN. I will say that the gentleman, in order to make 
an impression on the scales-and this is for the public, not for 
the particular m-embership here--1 want the public to know that 
in order to make any impression on the scales at all you must 
take him to the jewelry store and weigh him on the troy scales, 
where 12 ounces instead of 16 make a. pound. [Laughter.l 

\ 
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1\Ir. MANN. That is because he is of great value. [Laugh

ter.] 
l\1r. SLO_rn. Oh, yes ; he is very valuable. Tied up in a 

small package. He has splendid qualities. If his general 
physique were developed as his brain has been, he would be 
walking alongside the giant from New Hampshire, Mr. SUL
LOWA.Y, casting a sha{low on the splendid form of the man 
who, we understand, walks in the valleys of the White Moun
tain'S and drops a shadow on the peak of Mount Washington. 
[Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
Jjas expired. 

Mr. MANN. 1\fr. Chairman, how much time remains? 
The CHAIRMAN. The debate on this paragraph has been 

exhausted. 
l\fr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania may proceed for two minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have been 

anticipating this personal attack for some days. [Laughter.] 
Ever since the river and harbor bill was under discussion I have 
looked forwartl to that sad moment when I should become the 
victim of the \Yit and cruel sarcasm of the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN]. It is a misfortune that my avoirdu
pois does not come up to the standard of the gentleman from 
Nebraska. As it is I must fall back for defense upon those 
lines so fainiliar to bugologists and so appropriate to the inci
dent and the paragraph: 

Big bugs have little bugs upon their backs to bite 'em, 
And little bugs have lesser bugs, and so ad infinitum. 

[Laughter.] 
Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent U1at 

the d{'bate on this paragraph close in 10 minutes. 
Mr. MANN. I have an inquiry to make. 
Mr. LEVER. Then I withdraw my request, Mr. Chairman. 
l\.Ir. MANN. Will the gentleman give me some information 

about thi~ paragraph? What is the cigarette beetle? 
l\lr. LEVER. It is an insect that attacks tobacco, cigars, and 

cigarettes. 
l\lr. MANN. It does not confine its attention solely to 

cigarettes? 
Mr. LEVER. No. It bores a little hole in the cigar and 

cigarette. 
Mr. MANN. Well, while I do not smoke cigars, I have no 

objection to gentlemen going after b~crs who bore holes in them 
or bugs who smoke them, for that matter. 

Mr. LEVER. The little bug bores out of the tobacco. 
Mr. MANN. If it is simply to protect the cigarette, I do not 

know but what it would be a good thing to strike it out and 
make an appropriation to increase the number of cigarette 
heetles. 

Mr. LEVER. Oh, that is but a name given to it. 
Mr. MANN. What is the Argentine. ant? 
Mr. LEVER. That is an insect that attacks sugar cane. 

We brought it in from Mexico some years ago, I understand, 
in the hope that it would be an enemy to the boll weeviL 

Mr. MANN. Are they still investigating with that? 
1\Ir. LEVER. It is a small appropriation, I believe-$3,000 

in the bill. 
l\1.r. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I had thought, when the Agl'i

cultural bill was up, I would malre a reference to the work 
that is being carried on in Hawaii in discovering one kind of 
insect that attacks another. 

Mr. LEVER. That comes on the next page. 
Mr. MANN. It is not under the Agricultural Depru·tment, 

by the way. I am not going to take the time of the House to 
do that. I did not know what the Argentine ant was. But, 
in a word, I may say that in Hawaii the organization of sugru· 
planters there, through the aid of the entomologists, by a 
world-wide search that took a number of years, discovered an 
insect that fed upon another that was absolute.ly destroying 
the sugar industry of Hawaii. In another case they <lid the 
same thing, and where they were giving up sugar plantations 
in Hawaii and devoting them to other purposes which were not 
successful they now find that they can control these insects. 
They keep a supply of the enemy insects on hand, so that they 
cnn send them to any place, where they rapidly breed and 
attack the plant-destroying insect. The history of that dis
coYery is one of the most entertaining stories that ever was 
told. It is more interesting than a brilliant detective novel. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
lws expired. 

l\lr. SAUNDERS. 1\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman from l\fis
souri [l\fr. BooHER] is mistaken in saying that this paragt·aph 

for the investigation and demonstration of insects affecting 
tobacco, relates to only one section of the country. For instance, 
if he will look to the pru-agraph he will see that it relates to an 
investigation of insects affecting tobacco without any limita
tion as to locality. This investigation concerns and is of in
terest to many sections of the United States, including the 
State of lllissom·i. 

Mr. BOOHER. That comes under the item for the investi
gation of insects affecting southern field crops. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Read a little further and you will fin1l 
these words: " including insects affecting cotton, tobacco, sugar, 
rice," and so forth. Tobacco is raised in quite a number of 
States, and as far north as the State of Connecticut. 

Like these other crops, tobacco has its own peculiar and 
distinctive pest. What the boll weevil is to cotton, the army 
worm to corn, the Hessian fly to wheat, the San Jose seale to 
the apple and other fruits the insect known as the tobacco 
horn worm, is to tobacco. 

Every one who is at all acquainted with the growth and 
production of tobacco, knows that the tobacco worm is a very 
serious pest. While the Agricultural Department, and scien
tific investigation generally, has failed to develop an effecti\e 
treatment for the Hessian fly, they have been more success
ful with respect to the horn worm. These worms come from 
the eggs of a. large moth which are deposited on the leaf of the 
tobacco plant. The young worms grow rapidly, and may be 
styled the original tobacco chewers, since they live entirely 
upon the tobacco leaves, attaining full size in a comparatively 
short time. Until a few years ago the method of keeping the 
growing tobacco plants, free of worms, was by hand picking. 
\Vhen labor was abundant, and cheap, this method was inex
pensi\e and comp:ll'atively effective. But these conditions no 
longer prevail in the tobacco sections. Labor is scarce nnd 
high, so that hand picking which has always been a tedious, 
laborious, and dirty work, owing to a gummy exudation on 
the tobacco leaYes, has become a very serious problem for the 
tobacco raisers. Coincident with the shortage and high price 
of labor, the tobacco raisers turned to the insecticides wh ch 
had been so effective in the warfare upon other insects. Having 
before them, as an object lesson, the distinctive effect of Paris 
green upon the potato bug, the tobacco planters in some sec
tions, notably in Tennessee and Kentucky, experimented with 
considerable success, with that poison. But the trouble with 
Paris green, is that while it is an effective insecticide, its use 
has certain attendant features that render it undesirable. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I want to say to the gentleman 
that in Tennessee they are now using arsenate of l€ad to a great 
extent. · 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I had not completed my statement. 
l\fr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I make this remark in reply to 

the statement that they use Paris green. 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I had not completed what I set out to say. 

As I said, the planters have been using and for .that matter still 
are using to some extent Paris green as an insectici<le for the 
tobacco worm in the States of Tennessee and Kentucky, but there 
are Yery grave objections to its use, and the agents of tbe de
partment have discovered another insecticide, powdered arsenate 
of lead, which is equally as effective, in ;fact, more effective than 
Paris green, and is free from its objectionable fentures. 

The use of Paris green is objectionable for the following 
reasons. First, it has an irritating and slightly injurious effect 
upon the operator, sometimes causing bleeding at the nose. 
Second, it causes dead or burned areas on the leaves, known as 
burn or Paris green burn. At times this burning is so se1·1ous 
that the damage done to a crop on which Paris green h.as been 
used for insecticidal purposes amounts to as much as 25 per 
cent of the gross Yalue of the crop. Under very bad conditiuns. 
the loss from burn sometimes exceeds this figure. Third : Light 
rains wash the Paris green, after it has been applied, to the base 
of the leaves, weakening the strength of the stems to such an 
extent that many leaves eith€r drop off before cutting time, or 
else during the process of cutting. Fom·th : Paris green can not 
be applied to tobacco when it is uearly ripe, in sufficient quan
tities to do satisfactory insecticidal work, without grave danger 
of burning at this critical stage of the crop. The satisfactory 
use of this insecticide is \ery dependent upon weather cou<li
tions. Hot summers, and low humidity for an extended period. 
may produce a condition of the tobacco plant. very susceptible 
to Paris green burning. However, at other times, Paris g~ 
has been applied when '1-veather conditions have been favorable, 
with eminently satisfactory results. But upon the whole, for 
the reasons that have been given, the planters using Paris green 
have taken large chances, and at times have suffered consider
able losses, \Then the weathe1· coniliUons have been unfa\·orable. 
Arsenate of lead causes uone of these troubles. It neither 
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''"eakens tlle leaf . tern.., nor burns the leaf surface. It may 
be applied to the tobacco piant in any kind of weather, and at 
any stage of growtll, witllout injury. Moreover its use and ap
plication is not objectionable to the operator, and requires no 
~ pecial dress, o:· outfit. The e are "'ery distinct advantages, and 
'vhile ar enate of lead is more expensi"'e than Paris green, yet 
comparing the mlnmtages and disadvantages of the one, '\vith 
the ad"'antages and ·disadvantages of the other, the balance, on 
the whole inclines "'ery decisively in favor of arsenate of lead. 

~Ir. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. 
Mr. TILSON. How is this arsenate of lend applied to tho 

tobacco plant? 
Mr. SAUNDERS. It is applied with a dUBt gun . The pow

dered arsenate of lead must be mixed with a. carrier. This 
carrier may be po\nlered lime, or dust, but preferably finely 
8ifted, freshly burned. wood ashes, and it is applied by means 
of the dust gun to the leaves of the plant. This application may 
be mad.e at any stnge of the tobacco growth. It may be made, 
ns I have indicated either in wet, or dry weather. It has no 
injuriou effect whatever upon the tobacco. · This paragraph 
is intended to enable the Agricultural Der artment to extend the 
knowledge and the use of a1·senate of lead, and to inform 
the tobacco raisers of the most approved and effective method:3 
of application through agents who ''ill be sent into the to
bacco areas, to conduct te ts and afford instruction to the 
planters. 

The CIIAIRM.Al~. The time of the gentleman lms expired. 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I will ask five minutes more, Mr. Chair

man. 
Mr. LEVER. I hope we may conclude this debate in five min

utes, and I ask unanimous consent tllat debate on this para
graph and amendments thereto dose in five minutes. 

The CHAIRl\!AJ..~. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph and amend
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection .. 
Mr. CAl\IPBELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman :yield? 
:Mr. SAUNDERS. 'Vith pleasure. 
1\Ir. CAl\fPBELL. What is the expense per acre of the appli

cn tion of this lead arsenate? 
Mr. SAUNDERS. According to careful experiments the cost 

of keeping an acre of tobacco hand-wormed in a year when 
·worms are plentiful, is from $6 to $10. A like number of 
worms can be killed by the use of arsenate of lead at a cost of 
from $3 to $5 an acre. The same relati9n of cost exists, when 
the 'Yorms are not so abundant. 

:Mr. CAMPBELL. Is it necessary that people have further 
instructions in order that they may properly treat tobacco with 
this insecticiue? 

1\Ir. SAUNDERS. Yes; this insecticiue has not come into 
universal use, and the appropriation provided will enable the De
partment of Agriculture to bring the benefits and advantages of 
this particular agent to the attention of the planters, and instruct 
ti1em in uetail as to the most improved methods of applica
tion. Experience has shown that the use of new devices i~ 
much expedited, if instruction is directly afforued by compe
tent agents. The new. du t guns are provided with an 8-inch 
fan, and hvo refillings of these guns will be sufficient to dust an 
acre. The best results will be secured, if the arsenate is ap
plied on a still morning, or evening, when the dew is upon 
the tobacco plants. 

Mr. TILSON. May I ask the gentleman one other question? 
Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. 
l\Ir. TILSON. This includes tobacco wllkh is grown iu my 

own State? 
l\Ir. SAUNDERS. Yes. 
~fr. TILSON. Nevertheless at the beginning of the para-

graph it says: 
Southern field crops. 
Just where does Connecticut tobacco come in on that? 
1\lr. SAUNDERS. This appropriation is for investigations, in

cluding demonstrations, of insects affecting crops, commonly 
known as southern field crops, but ti1e investigations and 
demonstrations are not limited to the South. They may be 
conducted wherever the e crops are raised. For instance 
tobacco is a southern field crop, and might almost be called a Vir
~inia field crop, but tobacco is raised in Connecticut, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, Ohio, Indiana, l\lissouri, and possibly in 
some other States outside of the South. The purpose of this 
appropriation is universal, and is intended for the benefit of the 
tobacco farmers, wherever they may be found. 

1\lr. BOOHER Mr. Chairman, part of the State of Kentucky 
raiNes a great deal of tobacco. There is a great deal raised in 
my district. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Ye . 
Mr. BOOHER. Under the peculiar language of this para

graph would the department be allmvcd to expend n portion of 
this money for the benefit of the tolJ:,cco rai. er · in Connecticut 
and l\li souri? 

l\fr. SAUNDERS. Oh, ab olutely. -
1\lr. BOOHER. Then, ought not the words " f'outhern field 

crops'! to be stricken out? 
Mr. SAUl'"'DERS. I do not think that is at all necessary. • 
l\Ir. BOOHER. The department u ~ually onstrues the e laws 

very strictly. 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I have never heard that the Department 

of Agriculture has limited its inwstigation, and instruction re
lating to tobacco raising, and the insects preying on tobacco, to 
the South, or excludedl\lissouri, Ohio, We t Virginia, or Indiana, 
or :my other State from the benefit of its work. 

Mr. BYRXS of Tenne /'lee. I think a great deal of the credit 
for discovering the use of nr. euate of lead is due to l\Ir . .A. C. 
1\Iorgnn, wllo is connecteLl with the .Agricultural Department, 
and I understand the purp e of this increased appropriation in 
this bill is to extend the demonstration of it. 

l\Ir. SAln"DEllS. Yes, for the pm·po c of e)t..'i:ending tlle 
knowledge, and developing the use of this gt·eat discovery-be
cau ·e it is a grea t disco..-ery. For instance, in my owu district, 
the uniYersul use of this insecticide would remove a burden of 
at lea t $500,000 a y ar from tile tobacco Taisers. 

1\Ir. BOOHER. I am in favot· of tile appropriation, but I 
want to be sure that under this paragraph it can be used in 
other -tobacco fields be ides tllo e of the South. 

Mr. SAln\"'DERS. The gentleman may add the words-
That the language used , haJJ not exclude demonstrations in the State 

of Missouri. 

1\Ir. BOOHER. Oll, no; wh not strike out the words 
" southern field crops "? 

l\l.r. SAUNDERS. Persoually, I ha,.·e no objection to that. 
The omission of these word. would leave the meaning of the 
paragt·aph precisely the same with respect to cotton, tobacco, 
rice, and sugar cane. 

l\lr. BARKLEY. Does not the wonl "southern" there de
scribe the crop, and not the location? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Unuoubtedly. ·These crops are properly 
described as southern field crops, but tliere is nothing in the 
language used to confine the inYestigations to any particular 
locality. -

l\lr. CLAnK of l\li: ourL You understand that, and the gen
tleman from Kentucky understands that, and I understand tliat, 
but it is not at nll certain that these people over here in the 
Agricultural Department under taud it, so it ought to be made 
perfectly plain. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Yes, I think it ought to be made plain, i.f 
it is not plain_ already. But to my mind, the meaning of this 
paragraph is entirely clear. 

There is one great advantage in connection with the usc of 
arsenate of lead, to which I should like to call attention. 

l\It·. CULLOP. Tobacco was originally a southern crop, ''"as 
it not? 

1\lr. SAUNDERS. Yes, we claim it for Virginia. 
l\fr. CULLOP. That is where it was first raised or discovered 

in this country? 
Mr. S~-\.UNDERS. Yes, so llistory tells us. 
Mr. CULLOP. Now, i it not called a outhcrn field crop sim

ply by way of d.e cription, but not limiting it to crops in the 
South? 

1\Ir. SA.U~l])ERS. I do not think the language limits it to 
the South at all. The words " southern field crops " are de
scriptive, and the application of the appropriation would be 
made to every c·rop mentioned in the paragraph, wherever found, 
or raised. The tobacco born worm is an insect of very rapid 
growth; he lives about 20 days. To show you how highly ad
vantageous it is to use thi.• poison, when the worms are small, the 
following facts are given. .Approximately speaking, in the fir ~ t 10 
days of the insect's life the worm con umcs about 8 square inches 
of leaf surface, while in the latter half of his exi~tence lle con
sumes about 200 square inches of leaf. "UI'face, or in other words, 
eight times as much in the last half, as in the first half of his 
destructive activities. 

When the worms are small it is difficult for the hand picket· 
to find them all. They are ca ily overlooked. He finds the . arne 
difficulty with the larger worms during the hot hours of the day. 
They crawl down into the "ruftles" at the base of the le~ves, 
and thus escape observation. Of cour e in the exercise of the 
most painstaking diligence by making a careful search of each 
leaf, all the worms large and smalJ, may be di covered, bnt the 
time required for this process would adu materially to the 
already high cost of hand picking. 
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Mr. TILSDN. How long doos the effect of the arsenate of The Clerk read as follows : 

lead. last on the leaf? Page 51, after line 17, insert a new paragraph, as follows: 
llr. SAUNDERS. About 6 days, possibly a little longe·; it ' "For the investigation and d~vising means for the reduction of 

is more enduring than Paris green, and that is one great ad· insects affecting watermelon and cantaloupe plants, $25,000." 
vantag-e in the use of this pcison. · Mr: CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard. 

Some interesting experiments ha\"'e been rondueted by tlie The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indian~ is recog-
Dep.artment of Agriculture in relation to the arsenate of l-ead. nized. 
T\TO fields were taken for these experiments. On the first field Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, thi-s amendment might ha.ve 
Paris gr-een was used, on the serond diplumbic arsenate of lead, in been more app-ropriate perhaps under the provision beginning 
powdered form. This form contains about '33 per -cent of arsenic .at line 19, but that seems to affect only truck farming. For
acid, and is the one recommended. On the day .of application merly the growing of watermelons and the cantaloupes was 
about one-third of an inch -of rain fell in dashing showers. Two practically truck business, but in the last few years it has 
days aft-er the application of the poisons, the tobacco plants in grown enormously beyond that condition, and now it is one of 
the t•espective fields were examined. It was found that 91 per the grow.ing and most important industries of the country. A 
cent of the worms had been killed by the arsenate and 83 per vast amount of money is invested now in the business. and as 
c-ent by the Paris green. On the fourth day after application the industry has grown the pest came to destroy it. It works 
the number of worms on the arsenate of lead plat was further upon the plant and vines after they have been eultivated for 
reduced. The arsenat-e of lead continued to be effectiv-e after some time, and as a rule invariably kills them or so affects 
the ·paris green -ceased to ibe operative. An -experimenta1 a-cre .them that they becom-e unproductive. 
of tobaeoo near Clarksville, Tenn., was kept free of worms Now, the importance of this industry whieh seems to be prac~ 
in the summer of 1913, by the use of arsenate of lead, from the tically a new one, the department has not kept step with the 
time that the worms appeared, until they ceased to appear. F-our growth of the industry. either in the treatment of the enemies 
applications were made. The first -dosage was applied when the of the plant or the crating, refrigerating, and shipping of the 
worms were small, and later dosages were made from time to fruit after it has been matured -and rearly for market. This 
time. There was no hand worming, and no tobacco was in- matter is of so much importance that I hope if this amendment 
jured either by the worms, or the arsen-ate. When conditions is :adopted young boys will not be sent out to spend this money, 
are favorable tobacco may be kept free of worms by two, or three but that it will be placed into the hands of experienced and 
applications of the poison in a season. The department recom- competent men, where every dollar appropriated for the depart
mends a thorough application of the -arsenate. · The numher ment should be placed, to be .expended because of the great int-er
of pounds required per acre depends upon the size of the tobacco -est it affects throughout the entir-e country, .and the u·eatment of 
plants. When the tobacco is small 3! pounds to the aere is ree- this pest be made by the most experien-ced talent the department 
ommended, while '5 pounds should be used when the plants have can secure. 
attained full -siz.e. The advantage in using this poison when This industry affects n-early .every section of the country-the 
the worms are ~;mall, is clearly afforded by the figures given Atlantic coast, the Mississippi Valley, the Pacific coast, th-e 
showing the prodigious increase in the vorac-ity, -and destructive . entire country from the Lakes to the Gulf and from ocean to 
capacity of the worms after they attain full size. Moreover ocean. A large amount of capital and a vast amount of labor 
the toxic effec-t of the poison u:pon the worms is greater in t.he · every year is e~nded in this industry, but frequently when the 
early days of their life period, than in their later -stages. On crop is about to be harvested tllis pest comes along and destroys 
the whole it may be said that the experience and investigati-ons the entire .crop. 
of the Agricultural Department are altogether favorable to the In the section from which I rom~ this is a most il:nportant 
use of arsen-ate of lead in the tobacco fields. It has been proved industry, and a large amount of capital in my district is inyested 
to be as efficient for the destruction of the horn worm as Paris ' in it. We produce a caBtaloupe equal to the Rocky Ford, which 
green for the potato bug, and as the various toxic sprays, for the is one of the most celebrated varieties in the country. 
destruction of the insect life that preys upon the apple, -and other Mr. 1\IANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
varieties of fruit trees. Mr. CULLOP. Yes. 

Tbe one thing that remains is t-o bring this agent into universal Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman want to make a real pToof 
use, so that · in time the tobacco grower will as little think of to the Members of the House? 
hand worming his tobacco, as a gardener of attacking the bugs ' Mr. CULLOP. When the season comes I will be glad to, for 
.on his Irish potatoes, by the same tedious and unsatisfactory I have d~ne it before on former occasions. -
process. The work that the Agricultural Department is doing Mr . .MANN. Now the gentleman is talking real business. 
in aid of better and less labo:rio.us farming, should be introduced 1\Ir. CULLOP. If the gentleman will help us get this appro-
directly to the farmers. It is not sufficient to distribute 1itera- ' pr:iation through, so as to preserve the crop and prevent the pest 
tuTe relating fu the discoveries that scientifi-c investigators are from destroying it, no doubt the producers would be glad to 
:annually making in this department. This distnlmtion of bulle- : furnish all the gentleman from illinois d-esires a.nd make proof 
t:ins is well enough in its way, and has performed a great service, 1 of their superior quality. -
but we must not .stop at this point. Pt·operly trained. and i · Mr. l\IAl""iN. Ob, we do not know yet whether it is worth 
equipped men sho-uld be sent out to make demonstrations, and p1·eserving. 
afford full instruction-s. Men may disregard a ,good thing that Mr. CULLOP. If the gentleman from Illino-is will examine the 
is only brought to their attention through th-e medium of :print, statistics ,of the .country be will find that it is and well worthy 
bnt they .are always impressed by a successful demonstration. ; o.:f; all its friends ask here. He will find it is worth many 
Nor shoul-d we be niggardly in this matter. These are the things millions every year. P-eople engaged in this industry yearly 
that really concern ·and interest the far'IDer~ Annually he pro- suffer great lass from the L'avages of the enemies of these plahts, 
duces billions of dollars of wealth, yet th-e appropriations for · .and as a e-onsequence the consumer suffers because of the short
the benefit of agriculture do not exceed $25,000,000 :a year. The age of the -c1.·op and the increased price charged for the limited 
same budget that caril'ies this pitiful -sum for .agriculture, car- supply. It is the province of this department t.o promote the 
ries hundr-eds of milllons for our militar8 establishments, with i business of th.ose engaged ill tilling the soil, encourage those 
a constant and clamorous demand for even greateT sums. How ,

1 
employed in this useful line of business, and in so doing it assists 

much longer shall this gross disparity ·continne? the eonsumers as wen as the ,producers. It improves thereby 
Mr. BOOHER. Air. Chairman, I offer the following amenU.. r .opportunities of all th-e people. I ·hope the amendment will be 

ment. adopted. 
The Clerk read as follow.s: Mr . .M.A...~. Statistics are .a poor substitute for cantaloupes. 
Page 51_ lines 14 and 15, -strike .out the woxds '" afi'ectlng S()Utbern [Laughter.] 

field crops.'' 
1 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I p.sk unanimous consent that 
Tl:le question was taken, and the amendment was lost. debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close in 
Mr. MOORE of PennsylYania. '1\Ir. Chairman, I o:f'fer the fol- , three minutes. 

lowing amen<bnent. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to put the question_ 
The Clerk read ns follows~ The gentleman from South Oarolina .asks unanimous consent 
Pnge 51, line 17, after the -word "ant;• -strike oot -the figures : 

" $64,400 " and insert tb'e words "and for the the elimination of the 
mo quito, $G4,46-0." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is -on the ·amendment offered : 
-by the gentleman fr-om P€Ilnsylv..ania. I 

'The question was tnken, ancl the mnendment was J:ejected. 
~lr. CULLOP. 1.lr~ Chairman, 1 offer the f-ollowing amend

ment as a new paragraph., 

that all debate on this proposed paragraph -and amendments 
thereto be closed in three minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objecti-on. 
Mr. LEVER. Mr. ·Chairma.n, I w-ould like to state for the 

benefit of the eommittee that the Department of Agri-culture is 
now -doing work along the line suggested by. the gentl-eman from 
.Indiana [1\ir. CULLoP]. There ure two items in this very bu
reau under which this character of work is being done-the 
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item on page 51, beginning at .line: 19, and then the item begin
ning at line 4 on page 52. It is purely a scientific research 
work, and the department has been given all es timated for on 
this proposition. 

The CHAIR~LJ\.N. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Indiana. . 

'l'he question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
For investigations of insects affecting forests, $50,770. 

l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment, which I send to the desk and ask ·to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 
Page 51, lin~ 18, after the 'word "forests," strike out the figure~ 

"$57,770 •· and insert the words " and for the elimination of the 
mosquito, $50,770." 

I\Ir. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the amendment is not germane to the paragraph. 

1\.Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr.· Chairman, I would like to 
be· heard upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
1\lr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it is true that 

the paragraph reads " For investigation of insects affecting 
forests" and that the amendment proposes the el.iniination of 
the mosquito; and it is also · true that in the paragraph just 
passed provision wns made for a variety of projects, includiiig 
an investigation of the southern field crops, including insects 
affecting cotton, tobacco, rice, sugar cane, and so forth, and to 
that was added the cigarette beetle and also the Argentine ant
all of these i~ the same paragraph. If they were germane in 
that instance, it seems to rue that this is germane in this in:. 
stance. 

Mr. :MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I have the amendment again 
r eported? · 

'.rbe CHAIRMAN . . Without objection, the amendment will be 
again reported. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk aga'in reported the 
umenctment. 

1\Ir. UAJ.'IN. Mr. Chairman, the C~mir will notice that this is 
a specific item which comes in, however, under a general head
ing. It is all unuer the heading " general expenses, Bureau of 
Entomology," and among other things provided for in the gen
eral heading~tlie general heading being. applicable to each · of 
these items-is the follO\ving: .. 

And the stuuy of insects affecting the hea.lth of man and domestic ani
mals • • • in connection with the following investigations. . 

ThiR is one of the items of "the following investigations," so 
that the paragraph itself in . the bill now provides for the study 
of insects affecting the health of man and domestic animals in 
connection with the investigation of insects affecting the forests, 
anll undoubtedly we can specifically add the study of mosquitoes, 
anll while it might seem on the surface, and would be the case 
if it were :m item by itself, that the study and investigation of 
insects affecting forests could not be held to include mosquitoes, 
becau~e they llo not affect forests, yet, at the same time, they do 
affect the health of man, and under the bill they must study, in 
connection with the investigation of insects affecting forests, 
insects affecting the health of man. 

Mr. 1\IOORE of Pennsylvania. That is existing law. · 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, if it is the wish of the 

ge4tleman from Pennsylvania to provide money for the exter
mination of mosquitoes beyond anything that the river and 
harbor appropriation bill <lid not take care of, it would be better 
to take up the item on page 52, beginning with line 7. It seems 
to me tbat this is not germane to the item under consideration. 

Mr. LEVER. 1\lr. Chairman, the Chair bas always held on 
th is bill that t.b~se fore t items segregated in the bill consti
tuted separate and distinct paragraphs. That is true, I know, 
with reference to the forest unit items, and while it is true that 
the e items themselve. if in ortler at all are in order unoer the 
general language which preceties them, at the same time I 
think t1te univer ·al ruling of the Chair has been that these are 
separate paragraphs, and my colleague on the committee [1\fr. 
1\Ic L AUGHL IN] is entirely correct. The gentleman's amendment 
''"oul<l undoubtedly be germane to the paragraph to which the 
gentleman f rom Michigan referred a moment ago, but I do not 
feel that it is germane to this item. 

1\fr. l\IA:N1\. The gentleman wants the Chair to determine 
what the functions of mosquitoes are. That is not for the 
Chair to determine; that is for the committee to determine. 
The language of the bill authorizes the study of insects affecting 
the llealth of man. It is not for the Chair to Ray that a par
ticular in:-;ect affects forests nntl does not affect the health of 
man unless he knows more than .all of the Agricultural Depart
ment comb:ne<l. 

1\Ir. LEVEll . . We ha-ve an item on the next page to which this 
is germane. 

Mr. MANN. I understand, but all of these items, by the lan
guage, are under the general heading for the study of insects 
affE>cting the health of man and domestic animals in connection 
with certain investigations. 
. ~r. LEVER. Let me ask the gentleman this question in good 
fatth, because I would like to get the information myself. I 
suspect that the gentleman's amendment, as a separate para
graph, would be in order, but as an amendment to the segrega
tion which the committee has made and which Congress is mak
ing, it seems to me that it is not germane. . . . . 

1\lr. MANN. I think it is germane under the general language. 
I doubt the propriety of inserting that kind of general language 
and then endeavoring to hold it down. . 

1\I.r. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Chairman, under the cir
cumstances, ~n view of the explanation made, I ask unanimo-us 
consent to wtthdraw the amendment at this time. . . 
. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania n~ks 
unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment. Is there ob
jection? 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE F BO:ll THE ~~ATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. T:nrnnLE lmvlng take~ 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate 
by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, announced that the Senat~ 
had passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 
. H. R. 11320. An act granting the consent of Congre s to the 
counties of Twin Falls and 1\fini<loku, State of Idaho to con-
.struct a · bridge across Snake River ; ' 

H. R. 6241 • .An act to ratify, approve, and confirm an act 
amending the franchise granted to H. P. Baldwin, R. A. Wau-·
worth, .T. N. S. Williams, D. C. Lindsay, C. D. Lufkin, James L. 
Coke, and W. T. Robinson, and now held untler assignment to 
Island Electric Co. (Ltd.), by extending it to include the 1\laku
wao district on the island of Maui, Territory of Hawaii, and ex~ 
tending the control of the Public Utilities Commission of the 
Territory of Hawaii to said franchise and its holder· aiHl 

H. R. 9909. An . act to authorize the Chicago, 1\lit'wauh:ee -& 
St. Paul Railway Co. to con truct a bridge aero. the ~Lh::uuri 
River. · 

AGRIC1JLTUTIAL APPROPI:IA'IIO~ Bll;.L. 

The· committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For investigations and demonstrations in bee culture, $20,000. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 1\fr. Chairman, I move to strilw ou t 

the last word. I am pleased to note that the Agric111turni 
Committ~e is recognizing the importance of the bee industry. 
'Ve are certainly a wasteful people; but there is no inst·au('e 
that I know of where there is so great a waste as that going on 
with respeCt to the valuable food pt'oduct produced by bees. 

Mr. Chairman, it is estimated by competent authorities that 
the value of the honey now produced in · this country is from 
$20,000,000 to $25,000,000, and that that amount might easily 
be doubled with very little work and almost .no expen e in ad
dition if the manner of handling the bees and the subject of 
bee culture were better under ·tool!. I observe that the inten
tion of the increase in this appropriation is evidenced by the 
use of the. word "demonsh·ations," and evidently it is intended 
that some of this appropriation should be used for demonstra
tion work. I wish the appropriation were larger, and yet I 
would have to confess, perhaps, it might be difficult to usc a 
very large sum of money iu this connection, owing to the fact 
that the subject is so little understood and. competent demon
strators can not be easily obtained at this time, but as tbe 
agricultural colleges haYe taken up this subject and in the 
cour e of time they will be able to get competent demonstrator 
and probably a larger sum will be expended in that <l.irection. 

. I have here a pamphlet in my hand issued by the bee-keep
ers' association of my own State, · in which there -is a picture 
of a very comfortable farmhouse which was built with the pro
ceeds of one year's production of honey by the owner thereof. 
My State pt·o<l.uces very large quantities of honey, thougb uot 
so large as some of the other States. .lUauy of the Southern 
States produce but very little honey, and yet I will ay for the 
information of the gentlemen from the South that the expert. · 
of the department say that it is that portion of the country 
where the greatest amount of honey ought to be prodnce<l, 
where it will be easiest to produce a large amount of houcy if 
proper attention were given· to it. 

Some little demonstration work has been <lone iu this con
nection with very ·beneficial results, but so careless are metholls 
at the present time and so little is this subject understood i:hut 
they ha-ve found mnny persons engaged in this industry who 

\ 
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only get 10 pounds of honey to a hive, whereas some get 50 
pounds, GO pounds, and some even get 100 to 110 pounds. This 
business not being now well understood a great deal of honey 
goes to waste. People should get, as I have said, with very 
little e::\..-pense, a larger result from their work. One of the 
prominent bee keepers in my State is a man 85 years of age. 
He pursues this w9rk possibly as a mere matter or recreation 
lJecause it does not require any great amount of strength but 
pri-ncipally headwork to carry it on. He has been very suc
ces~ful with it and each year gets a large amount of honey; 
w·hich in itself is a demonstration of how easily this work may 
be cm·rie<l on. I hope t11at this appropriation will continue to 
increase, because there is no way, I think, that the money 
could ue used more profitably. The Bmeau of Entomology 
has accomplished much by its investigations, and has already 
sun~d to the bee keepe1·s of this country more than the cost of 
carrying on the whole bureau. It has shown that there is a 
g1·eat loss in the care of bees in the winter. Sometimes bee 
keevers lose 25 per cent of their hives, and as a rule about 10 
per cent. A greater portion of this might be avoided. There 
is a great loss also from what is called "foul brood," which 
nttucks the bees, but which with proper care could be avoided. 
I think right here is a vlnce where the money is well expended; 
11erhaps more profitably than any other part of tht bill. [Ap
l1lnuse.] 

l\fr. LEVEll. Mr. Chairman, may I ask unanimous consent 
that all debnte- oi1 this varagrnph antl amendments thereto close 
in 15 minutes? 

1\lr. ANDERSO:N. I might want a minute or two. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 

unanimous consent that all uebate on this paragraph and 
:nueuuments thereto close in 15 minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair bears none. 

l\.fr. MONDELL. ~lr. Chairman, I have no doubt the commit
tee uid n wise thing in increasing this appropriation, but I very 
~rently regret that the committee inserted the worus "and 
tlemonstratious." As n matter of fact, I will confes~ that if my 
attention had not been for the moment dlverteu I should have 
made the point of order against the new language. I think it is 
a \cry great mistake for the Government to enter into the work 
of uemonstrations along lines of agricultuml investigation un
less such uemonstrations are absolutely essential. My opinion 
is-I am not an expert on bee culture-but my opinion is that 
there are a great many people in the country who know vt>ry 
much more about the raising of bees than anyone in the De
partment of Agriculture. I have no doubt but what theJ.·e are 
n great many people in this country who are abundantly quali
fied to demonstrate the proper methous of bee culture. It is 
wise an<l proper for the department to make investigations and 
to .Pub.Iish the results of those investigations to inform the people 
as to the methods that seem to bring success, to inform th(::lll as 
to the nah1re of the diseases and the uifficulties met with in 
bee culture, IJut to spcn<l Goyernment money for the purpose of 
mnking actual pmcticul demonstrations-which I assume is 
what is intende-d-when there are thousalH1s of intelligent people 
lloing thnt is in my opinion a waste of public money. 

1\fr. GREBN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. 1\fONDELL. I will. 
1\fr. GREEN of Iowa. Is tile gentleman aware of the fact 

that the bee-culture associations of the various States uni
Yersally indorse this appropriation and recommend that it be 
made? · 

l\fr. 1\IONDELL. I have no doubt but what that is true. If 
the gentleman had listened to what I sai<l he would have under
stood that I . hm in favor of the appropriation and of the in
Yestigation as it has been canied on in the past and as it would, 
I assume, be carried on in the future. I think it is probaiJly 
wi:se to increase the appropriation, but I think it is well-nigh a 
waste of public money for the Government to start a demon
stration bee farm somewhere and embark on that line of en
deasor. The same amount of money spent in investigating the 
methotls of those engaged in bee culhire and in the dissemina
tion of information regarding the facts will <lo very much more 
goou than it will in carrying on actual demonstrations. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield further? 
1\fr. 1\IONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa . . I understand it is not the purpose of 

the d~partinent nor the wish of the a sociation who ask for this 
additional appropriation to have any experimental bee farm or 
colony or anything of that kind establisherl, but rather that 
there should be a field worker go out and impart knowledge to 
the people, whicl1, as the gentleman says, would be quite appro
priate and entirely proper. 

1\Ir. 1\IONDELL. I think that is entirely proper, but" it is not 
necessary to enlarge the language of the appropriation in or<ler . . . 

to do that. I take it for granted that is what the department 
is doing now. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina [1\fr. LEVF..&] what is inten<le<l to be done 
under this annual demonstration? 

Mr. LEVER. I will be glad to giv-e the gentleman informa
tion. The department for 10 or 15 years has been investigating 

·bee c11Jture in this country, and they have guthere1l a great 
many facts that the bee keepers of this country-800.000 of 
them-think are very valuable to them. They have 11iscovered 
that during the winter anywhere from 10 to 25 per cent of the 
bees of the country are lost on account of improper care of the 
bee during the '\'intertime. Now; the deparbnent has also 
through its investigation found that a great many bees are clying 
on account of certain diseases known as American an<l European 
·foul-brood diseases, which are causing a great deal of destruc
tion. This matter was brought to the attention of the committee 
by the president of this National Bee Keepers' Association, nncl 
there was urged upon the Members individually necessity for 
this appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. 'Vhat I want to get at is as to the process they 
propose to adopt. · · 

Mr. r.EVER. Now, this is what they are going to do. They 
are going to take the information that they have been gathering 
and which bas accumulated in the department an<l go out to the 
beekeepers and e<lucate them just exactly as they <lo <lemon~trn
tion work along other Jinl"s. They are comjng in tJersonal c·ontnrt 
with tl1e bee people, and with the $5,000, of course, they are going 
to make an experimental demonstration in one or two States. 

1\Ir. MANN. That is what I wanted to know. '.rhey used to 
keep bees over here in the Agricultunil Department--

Mt·. LEVER. I think there is no purpose to establish a bee 
farm, or anything like that. 

Mr. 1\IANN. I do not know of any other way in which they 
will <lemon!':trate. 

l\1r. LEVER. They will do it in cooperation with inrlividuals. 
1\lr. MA.1'-TN. Well, $5,000 will employ nvo or three . men. 

They can not <lo much demonstration in conneetion with othe1· 
people. They may at some one place. 

l\Ir. LEVER. That is very true. '.rhey can not clo a great 
deal of it, but the committee felt that they would let them see if 
they could get some good results from the demonstration work, 
and if so, then it ~ould be in the province of Congress to enl:u·ge 
the work. 

1\Ir. MANN. I judge from what the gentleman says that they 
do not know what they are going to do. ·· 

1\lr. LEVER. That is largely true. 'They want to see what 
they can do. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. My .un<lerstanding is that they know 
what they propose to do-

Mr. 1\IA.NN. Is not the. process they propose to adopt what the 
gentleman from Iowa knows? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. I know what they propose and 
what they expected. They said that the or.dinary tielcl demon
strators tltat went out to demonstrate ·with reference to ct·ops 
and animals did not understand this subject; that they {'.X:. 

pected to send a man out to go along with them and give tlwm 
instructions on it, nnd talk at these me-etings that they huu with 
the farmers, and to spread this knowledge ns far as they could 
with this small appropriation. Of course it 'vould uepentl on 
the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. MAl~. If that is what they are going to do, it is a 
waste of money. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. There is not any conflict in the gen
tleman's statement and mine. The process is to go out in the 
field and in cooveration with the individual beekeeper try to get 
him to adopt <'ertain methods as to better control of the dis
eases of the bees and as to their wintering that the <.Iepart
ment has worked out. Whether or not tllat methou of teucuiug 
is to be successful I do not know. 

Mr. 1\IANN. They can do thnt all ·by the bulletins which 
they send out. A man who kE>eps bees can rend the bulletins. 
and will know just as much by what they teach as by a man 
talking to him. · 

1\fr. GREEN of Iowa. Tbe gentleman ough t to be awnre
Mr. MANN. I used to keep bees and know som«"thing about 

them. Did the gentleman ever keep bees? 
1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa . . No, I did not; but I nm speaking on 

tl1e authority of the highest expert in this country. 
Mr. MANN. On t11e theory, then, that the man who goes out 

kno,vs more about it than the man who keeps the bees. 
l\lr. GREEN of Iowa. I suppose the genti4:-'1Mn n would not 

nccept the information of the head of the bee association on 
this subje-ct? 
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Mr . . l\IANN. That is what I will.. But the gentleman does 
not say it will do any good unless you send a man to go to an
other and talk to him. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Debate has expired on this paragraph. 
Mr. ANDEHSON. I understood I was to have two minutes. 
Mr. LEVER. l\I.r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

the debate be extended for five minutes in order that the gen
tleman, a member of the co:mmittee, may have that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
The1·e was no objection. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, one important feature of 

the value of bee culture has apparently been overlooked in this 
debnte. That is the reln.tl.on of bee culture to fruit · growing. 
There are, us I understand, some varieties of fruit that are 
sterile to their own pollen. 

In other words, unless some of the pollen from trees near by 
can be carried to them there will be no frUit. The bee serves 
that purpose. It carries the pollen from one tree to another, 
and there are many well-authenticated instances where the 
production oi fruit orchards has been very matel"ially increased 
by the use of bees in the orchard. 

Now, with reference to the purpose for which this nppropria-
. tion is to be u~ed, I have a communication here from Mr. Root, 

representing the National Bee Keepers' Association, which gives 
his idea of the purpose for which the additional appropriation 
is to be used. He says : 

County agents are already at work in all of tlle States carrying on 
extension work, but these ml:!n are not posted in regard to beekeeptng, 
for the RJn"icnltural colleges where they were trained only began teaching 
beek~eping within the past fi.ve years. With an increased appropr ia
tion the Bureau of Entomology could send trained men to instruct 
these agents, who could in turn inform tlle bee keepers how to increase 
the production of honey materially and at tlle same time prevent the 
spread of bee diseases and tlle work of tlle moths. 

The purpose, as I understand it, is not to send men out to 
demonstrate directly · to beekeepers, but to coordinate the 
work t11rough the regular county agents. In other words, the 
idea is to instruct the county agents in order that they may 
carry on the bee cui tural im.>truction in connection with their 
othei: work. The difficulty is. not that the men who make a 
business of keeping bees do not understand the industry ; the 
difficulty is that thousands of men keep bees as an incident to 
their regular farming, and those men do not know, many of 
them, how to take care of the bees and how to get the largest 
production from them. The purpose is to carry this informa
tion to that class of men. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For investtgations .Qf insects affecting tropical and subtropical fruits, 

including 1nsect5 rurectlng the orange, lemon, grapefruit, mango, etc., 
$17,100. 

l\1r. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
'vord. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California moves to 
strlke out the last word. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, this item is one that will be of 
interest and ha~ been of much value. There -are other matters 
also in connection with the fruit industry in this country, not 
only in California, but elsewhere, that are of much interest and 
in which the fruit growers are vitally interested, and one of 
those is the matter of frost prevention. 

On tlle 16th of December I presented the following bill : 
A om (H. R. 3G6) making an appropriation for a series of thorough 

and elaborate investigations and experiments for the purpose of 
devising and perfecting a system of frost prevention in the citrus 
a.n.d deciduous fruit regions, and for other purposes. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $100,000 be, and is hereby, ap

propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri
ated, for a series of thorough and elaborate examlnations and experi
ments for tbe purpose of devi ing and perfecting a system of frost 
prevention in tbe citrus and deciduous fruit regions in the United 
States, to be considered by and under the direction and control of tbe 
Agricultural Department of tlle Government. 

The committee did not see its way clear to place this item on 
the bill this year; but I feel satisfied, with the data and evi
<lence thnt will be presented at the hearing on the next bill, 
that we shall be able to have at least $100,000 placed upon that 
bill for this work. 

I have a letter here from Mr. ,V. D. Tidwell, secretary of 
1hc Westcm Jobbers' Association of America, on this subject, 
He says: 

TOE \\TESTEl!X Fn o rT JOBDERS' ASSOClATlON OF AMERICA, 
Denver, Oolo., March 4, 1916. 

lion. JoH ' E. RAKER. 
House of RqJrCSCI!ta t ives, Washington, D. a. 

MY DEA.U In. RAKEn : Acknowledgment is made of yours -of Febru
ary 29. inclosing several copies of Bouse bill 366. I sincerely trust that 
this bill wlll be appr-on•<l by tl!e Committee on Agriculture. 

When we think of the enormous amount of money inv-ested :.In the 
deciduous and citrus f1·uit industry in the ·United States, and the 

great losses that have been caused by frost, tbe amount of money ap
propriated is indeed very, very small; but nevertheless, I believe would 
be one of the bl'st investments that tlle United States Government 
could make, for 1t would mean tlle saving of millions of dollars to 
the frult industry of the country. 

Wishing you every success, I am, 
Yours, very truly, W. D. TIDWELL, Secretary. 

I have received other telPgrams and letters from Cali!ornia 
and Colorado on the same subject, as follows : 

Ron. JOHN E. RAKRR, 
Los ANGELES, CAL., Janum·y 1, 191~. 

Representative Second aongressionaZ District aaZi{or11ia, 
House of Representatives, Washingon, D . 0 . : 

Tlle Los Angeles Examiner bet:<·v~ as a first step toward securing the 
application of human ingenuity to solving the frost problem that has 
just been so acutely presented that the Agricultural Department should 
take a llanJ. Tlle Examiner belteves that Congress should make a gen
erous appro:>::-iation zor tlle purpose ·or having tlle Onited States Agri
cultural Department ma.k.J a series of elaborate experiments for tbe 
purpose of devising and perfectl"g a system of frost prevention in the 
citrus-fruit region. The most t'l.ouglltfnl men of this region are firmly 
convinced that if tlle United States GoTernment, through the Agricul
tural Department, wm, through experiments, provide a. system of frost 
prevention that a repetition of our recent e4perience will be impossible. 
May we ask you to use your influence to secure an adequate appropria
tion to conduct this work? 

LOS ANGELES EXAYI~ER. 

SAN BERNARDINO CHAMBlilR OF COMMERCE, 
San Benzat·dino, aal., January 17, 1913. 

Hon. JAMES P. ROBINSO~, 
Chairman of Hou se aommittee on Agriculture 

House of Representatives, Washington, JJ. a. 
DEAR SIR: As you are probably aware, the orange industry of southern 

California bas been greatly damaged by fro t within the last two weeks, 
the present orange crop in mo~t sections being an entire failure, tbu 
trees also bemg greatly damaged, and th.} loss to tlle grower running 
wto millions of dollars. 

1\lr. JOHN E. RAKER, our Representative from California, bas intro
duced a bill in Congress asking for an appropriation of $100,000 to be 
used for experimental purpo es for the prevention of tlle destruction of 
citrus frwt oy frost. We ask that yon kinc,ly giv~ this l>Ul your favor
able consideration and support , and we assure you that no appropria
tion made by Congress during this sessior. will be of greater· advantage 
to a.ny industry than this one. 

Thanking you in advance for what you may do for us, I am, 
Yours, very truly, 

Ron. JOHN E. RAKER, 

W M. PARKER, 
President Chamber of Commerce • . 

DE~VEn, CoLo., Januat·y 18, 1913. 

House of Represe1Jtatives, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Sm: Replying to your favor of January 14, I herewith inclose 

a copy of an article I have prepared for The 1J rnit Grower, of St . .Jo
seph, Mo. 

In thi :trtlcle I have suggested the general lines alon~ which I believe 
the inve liga tions should be carried out. I would very mucb appreciate 
if you would inform me about the passage of your bill, and, if pas ed 
how the work will be organized. I am mucb interested in such work anC:i 
hope to take part in it at least as a corresponding coworker. 

Wishing for a speedy passage of your bill, I am, 
Respectfully, yours, W. V. CEDERBORG. 

WHAT WE DO NOT KNOW ABOCT FROST. 

[By G. V. Cederborg, Cll . E., Denver.] 
After the disastrous freeze in the citrus dh:tricts of California Jan

nary 8 this year, the problem of frost prevention is brought before us 
stronger than before. The freeze came as a link in a colu wave that 
enveloped the whole country and broke low-temperature records in 
many places. The orange and lemon groves of California are generally 
fairly · well supplied with modern frost-fighting appliances, but this cold 
wave was too much for the orchard beaters. Tbc papers have told us 
that tlle crox> was completely annihilated. Probably the first report 
will be modltied and we after some time find tbat a not lnconsicleraiJle 
part of the crop was saved by those using beaters. ·Be that as it mny, 
the loss runs in many millions and something must be done to prevent 
its recurrence 1f it is po sible for human efforts to do so. 

To persons interested in frost prevention it was therefore good tidings 
to bear that Mr. JOHN E. RAKER, Congressman from California. has 
il1'troduced a bill asking for appropriation of $100,000 for tile per
fection of a system of frost t;>revention i.n the fruit-growing districts 
of the country. Mr. RAKER will Uildoubtedly get llis appropriation; be 
ought to, by all means. One hunllred thousand dollars is a small 
amount compared with the enormous sum lost in California, not only 
in the loss of this year's crop but in the loss of vitality of young trees. 

Supposing that tile bill carries. what can tlle Gove1·nment do to aid 
in the perfection of the desired system of fro t prevention? 

Naturally tbe Weather Bureau will come in for the lion's share of 
the work; in fact this institution is always doing work along tbis line. 
We will look to tlle Weather Bureau for information about tlle cau. es 
of ft·ost, the general causes producing snell exten ive temperature dis
turbances as tlle last one, of which the California freeze was a part, 
and also the lecal causes affecting only limited areas. We want to 
hear from our. agricultural experiment stations and colleges in regard 
to various problems that confront the fruit growers in the di.Jferent 
localities. We want to draw on the ingenuity of our inventor and 
engineers as to tlle perfection of frost-fig;ting apparatus. Last, but 
not least, we want to enlist every fruit grower in the country in the 
work. 

There will be no Jack of willing workers: what we need is a leade1·. 
We want a general staff to prepare the plans for the campa1gn and we 
want un organization so that the work of the Tarlous investigator 
can be made to cooperate and tlle resultis be given to the whole people. 
I would sug-gest that an eminent meteorologist be appointed leader ot 
the work, and that this leader will gather around himself a staff o~ 
active or corresponding assodn tes from the agri cultural colleges, front 
the fruit f.rowers, and from the manufacturers of frost-fighting ap· 
pllances. This ·· frost board " shoultl apportion the work ; it shoulu 
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<·all upon the Weather Bureau for statbtical information; it should 
, end out field parties of trained investigators to make careful fros1 
;urveys of trpical fruit sections; it should also endeavor to cr·eate co· 
operation with the growers by inducing these to organize locally for 
lighting and studying the fi·ost. 

In the report from this frost board we woulJ want n complete state· 
mcnt from the Weather Bureau on all tha t is known about the general 
and local muses of frost. We want to know what phenomena it is that 
occasionally scud colU waves over the whole continent, and we want 
to know if there is a possiblllty that we ever will be able to prevent or 
moderate the same. The climate depends to a · great extent on absorp· 
tlon and radiation of the solar neat, and over this absorption and 
1·adiation we have a certain intluence through the cutting or planting 
of forests and crops, through the draining of swamps, etc. Isn't it 
possible that succeeding generations will be able to regulate the climate 
through such means and eliminate the danger of colu wa•es? 

One thing is c.crtain, if we can not make the general changes that 
would alter tho climate of a continent we can make changes that would 
a.Jrect local weather conditions. Isn't it possible that by changln~; tho 
corering of the mountains anu waste lands surrounding many or our 
orchard districts we coultl create conditions that would materially lessen 
tho danger of frost? 

We aH know what the topography has to do with the liability ot 
frost in a Jocality. We know that an orehartl with good air drainage 
will seldom or never get frost, while certain orchards, poorly located, 
will be damaged every time there is the lea t bit of chance. Many ot 
our fruit districts are located in valleys surrounded by mountains; 
tho orchards on the slope will escape while those on the valley tloor 
will be damaged bv the frost. If a lantl is troubled by poor water 
drainage we would. dtg ditches for the water and possibly dam it up 
in other places. Can not we do the r:ame in regard to the ail· drainage
J'emove obstructions in some places and create artificial obstructions in 
others? 

Th{' frost problem is in many ways the same as the flootl problem. 
A bare mountain offers no obstructions to the rapid downflow of water; 
a heavy rainstorm will drain off immediately and possibly flood the val
ley below. In the same way the cold air produced by radiation on the 
mountain meets no obstructions, but tl"ickles down the mountain side 
very rapiclly. On a forested mountain the rain water is delayed on the 
down route by the vegetation, and so is the cold frost-producing air. 
Couldn't we by planting trees and shrubs delay the bulk of the frost 
tlrainage above the ot·chard until morning, when the sun would destroy 
it? And when a stream of colu air c.omes down in the valley isn't it 
possible that we could find out means to make it change its illrection 
to a certain degree? The fruit growers often tell us that the frost 
moves in streaks. Couldn't we make the cold streak fall outside the 
orchard and the warm streak through the orchard? 

Isn't it possible that by lighting fires in places where the curreuts 
of cold air are known to descend these could be brokeu up then and 
there, so that we wouldn't need to fight that particular body of cold air 
all over the valley? Isn't it possible that by the judicious distribution 
of orchartl beaters oyer an entire district a much greater prob2ctive 
effect could be produced than when every grower works only for 
himself? 

When everrtbin"' is boiled down together the question is: Couldu't 
the work of frost fighting be made much more efficient through organi
v.atlon? Couldn't State or local authorities compel each grower to do 
his share of the work? As it is now, one man who smudges his orchard 
must heat not only the cold air that by rights belongs to his land, but 
also that of his non-smudging neighbors. 

In each district there should be a " frost chief," a man chosen not 
only for his knowledge of meteorology but for his qualities as a leader. 
He should be tn cooperation with or possibly in the employ of the 
Weather Bureau. His business should be not only to lead the actual 
figbt, but also to make such preliminary work as could be done between 
seasons to lessen the danger of frost. 

In regard to the carrying out .:>f fieltl experiments, it is of course 
desirable that these should b{' made during the regular smudging sea
son. It is, however, possible that a considerable part of the work could 
be done between seasons. The study of radiation phenomena and of 
local air currents could possibly be tlone during the whole year. Instead 
of spreading the work over a great number of places it would possibly be 
of advantage to select one typical district and study that thoroughly 
before extending the work to all the many different fruit districts. 

Another phase of the frost problem that should be the object of in•estl· 
gation is frost insurance. It will be many years before we will be able 
to eliminate all danger of frost; meanwhile something should be doue 
to distribute the loss of such calamities as the lust ft·eeze in California. 

SA~ TIEn~ARDI~o, CAL., February G, 1913. 
non. JOH~ E. R~\KElt, 

United States Ooagrcss, WasTtington, D. 0 . 
MY DE.\R JunoD: Mr. W. 1\I. Parker, of this city, a ketl me to write ·•o 

Congressman Lamb in re your bill for prevention or injury from frost, 
etc., and also to send you a copy of the letter. This I am doing 
herewith. 

At a~1y time that I can be o.f any scnice, it goes without saying that 
you have but to command me. 

Sincul!ly, yours, llEx.r. F. BLEDSOE. 

SAx llEP.~.HlDl:\0, CAL., F cbntm·y G, 1913. 
non. Jonx M. LA:un, 

Oltairman Committee on Agriculttwe, 
Unltca States Oong1·css. 

D1un. Sm: I am advised of the pending consideration of a Lill intro· 
duccd bv Hen. JonN E. RAKER, of Califoruia, for the appropriation o.f 
the suni of $100,000 for experimental investigation in the matter of 
frost prevention, or prevention of injury to citrus fruits by frosts . 

I regard this bill as of vital importance to an industry representing 
onr $500,000,000 b~ way of in•estment in California alone. The loss 
to the industry in California this yea1· because of our recent frt>eze is 
incalculable 1 its repetition, at least within a decade, would prove 
calamitous m the extreme. Many communities will feel its oaneful 
effects for twice thu t length of time. 

If come preventi\e means can be discovered, no stone shoultl be left 
unturned in order that such discovery may be made. The importance of 
the citrus intlustry justifies this appropriation; the future of the in
dustry woulu seem to require it. As a 1oy:tl Democru t I urge its fa \Ol'· 
ai.Jie consideration by your committee. 

Yery respectfully, yours, TIE:-<.J. F. BLEDSOE, 
Judge ot tile SuperioJ' Court. 

While much good is being accomplished in many localities and 
some crops are entirely saved, yet in nearby places the crops 
sometimes are entirely ruined. It is manifest that th~re should 
be a systematic investigation and determination of some proper 
method or means by which millions of dollars' worth of fruit 
in this country could be saved. While we are providing for de
stroyin~ insects, in some years after you have expended your 
money and engaged your corps of assistants and got ready to do 
your work, Jack Frost has come along in the spring and destroys 
your entire crop. That is not only applicable to the State of 
California-and I suppose there is less there to affect the crops 
ordinarily than in any other. State in the Union-nevertheless 
we finu that in other fruit-growing States the condition is cer
tainly serious anti many times the entire crop is lost. Sometimes 
those frosts ha'\"e occurred after an interval of three yem·s, and 
sometimes after an interval of two years, and then, again, a 
longer period may elapse before they return. I am hopin~ and 
believing, and not without good reason, that in the next bill such 
an item will be placed. 

The CH..<\.IRMA.N. The time of the gentleman from Califomia 
has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. I a k unanimous consent that I may insert in 
connection with my remarks these letters anti telegrams that I 
have on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. FoSTER) . The gentleman from Cali
fornia asks unanimous consent to extent! his remarks in the 
RECORD by inserting certain letters and telegrams. Is there ob
jection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIR:M.Al~. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For investigations and control, in cooperation with the Federal llorti

cultm·al Board, of the Mediterranean and other fruit flies, $33,200. 
1\fr. 1\IA~TN. Mr. Chairman, I mo\e to strike out the last 

word. 
The CIL.<\.IR~IA.i~. The gentleman from Hlinois moyes to 

strike out the last word. · 
1\lr. 1t.IA1\TJ\T. I remember we createu or provided for a Fed

eral Horticultural lloard a year or so ago. I wish the gentle
man from South Carolina would tell us what constitutes the 
Federal Horticultural Board? 

Mr. LEVER. The Federal Horticultural Board is composed 
of a number of gentlemen in the department selected from the 
T"arious bureaus serving for that purpose. The Chief is Dr. 
Marlatt. There are fiye members, I believe. 

Mr. MANN. Have they any legislative authority o\er the im
portations into the United States? 

1\lr. LEVER. Well, I do not know just what the gentleman 
means by legislati're authority. 

Mr. 1\IANN. '.rhey arc authorize(} by an act of Congress? 
1\fr. LEVER. Yes; they are authorized by an act of Con~ress. 
l\f.r. 1\IANN. Do they have any controlling authority over the 

quarantine of fruits, and so forth, brought into the country? 
Mr. LEVEll. Yes; they haT"c full control over that. 'Ihls 

work is being done in cooperation with them. 
The CHAIRMAN. ·without objection, the pro forma amend

ment is withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For investigations, identification, an:I systematic classification of 

miscellaneous insects, including the study of insects affecting the health 
of man and domestic animals, household insects, an<l the lmportatiou 
and exchange of useful insects, $57 ,V80. 

l\lr. l\IOORE of Pennsylvania. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follo,vs : 
Amendment offered by Mr. MoonE o.f Pennsylvania: Page G2, line 

8, after the words "miscellan~ous insects,'' strike out the word "in
cluding," anti at the end or th-J same line, same page, after the word 
"insects " i~sert the words "including mosquitoes." 

1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsyl\ania. Mr. Chairman, I think almost 
e\ery Member of the House in his sober moments will agree 
with me that the mosquito is a pest that ought to be eliminated 
if it is possible to do it. For a number of years we have been 
making efforts to get a provision of this kind in the Agricultural 
bill, but the chairman of the committee and his fellow members 
have usually insisted. that the mosquito is an insect that per
tains more to the human kind. than to brute animals. But I 
think that question is now pretty well <lisposed of when we con
sider the opening para~raph with reference to the general ex
penses of the Bureau of Entomology, which provi<les that there 
shall be a study of insects affecting the health of rnau and 
domestic animals, an<l so -forth. 

I am not asking l>y this amendment to have any change in 
the appropriation, but simply to ha-re a direction made to the 
bureau to study the mosquito with a view to its ultimate elimi
nation. There shoulu be some action by the Federal Qoycrn-
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ment in this regru·d, because in view of the universality of the 
pest it is impossible foT the States alone to rid themselves of this 
nu· ance. Mosquitoes are not restricted to State lines. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. RAKER. Does not the gentleman think the language in

cluded heJ.·e-
a.ffecting the health of man and domest lc animals-
would indude mosquitoes as well? Mosquitoes affect the health 
of man in our country. If a mosquito gets hold of you he affects 
you yery mateTially. · 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. .The gentleirul.n is right about 
that. The mosquito also affects the health of animals. I think 
there is no question about that. Animals. do not enjoy the 
mo quito any more than humans do. Therefore it is pertinent 
to the general purpose of the bill and pertinent to the purpose 
of this particular appropriation. · 

Mr. RAKER. What I was asking the gentleman was whether 
or not under this language the department would not have the 
pow~r and does not now have the power, and, as a fact, has it 
not been investigating the mosquito as well as the house fly! 

1\ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It may be that the chairman 
of t11e committee will have something to say on that subject. 
If the Department of Agriculture now takes any interest at all 
in this subject, it is to a very limited extent. 

1\Ir. RAKER. There has been a bulletin issued on the house 
fly, and I .suppose it was done under this item. That bulletin is 
certainly of much value to every housewife, and to every person 
in the country. 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman from PennsylVRnia will per
mit--

Mr. MOORE of P-ennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. · 

Mr. LEVER. The investigation of the mosquito has been go
ing on in the Department of Agriculture since 1913, and the 
program for next year contemplates the expenditure .of $7,010 
in the study of the mosquito, in its relationships to the health 
of both man and of animals. 

l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsyl~a. Does not the gentleman think 
it is time we make a start on the work of eradicating this 
mosquito pest? 

1\lr. LEVER. We have been started since 1913. 
1\lr. MOORE -of Pennsylvania.~ Th-e gentleman will help a 

little more if he will permit this amendment to go through. 
l\lr. LEVER. I do not think the .amendment affects the situa

tion at all. It only leads to trouble, because if you set out the 
mosquito somebody else will set out red bugs or something else. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think that is not altogether 
fair. We have .gone very far in the investigation of these many 
ldnds of bugs that the g-entleman from Oregon [Mr. HAwLEY] 
refers to. 'The gentleman from Oregon said that scientists had 
di ·covered as many as 20,000 varieties of bugs. He did not 
undertake to name tbem all. 

Mr. LEVER. If there is anyone who can do it, he can. 
1\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yet I venture to say that 

there is not one of the 20,000 that is such an infernal nuisance 
as the mosquito. There is no exception of l-ocality ; no State 
of this Union is immune. The mosquito is found in :Michigan, 
California., and New Jersey. Let me say that many States are 
doing the best they can to meet this situation. I know that 
New Jersey makes an appropriation for this purpose. Penn
sylvania, or at least Philadelphia, does the same thing, and it 
is done in other States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to 

proceed for five minutes. 
Mr. LEVER. I ask unanimous consent that the debate close 

in 10 minutes. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 

unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amend
ments thereto close in 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 

n·om Pennsylvania [Mr. MooRE] is recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. RAKER. Will not the gentleman state that what has 

been done has consisted of the draining of swamps or, where that 
was impracticable, in the pouring of oil on the surface of the 
water, and have not those means been effective? 

Mr. l\100RE of Pennsylvania. Those two means have been 
use<l. Oil was used to clean up Panama, under Dr. Gorgas. 

1\lr. RAKER In our State they have been doing that for six 
yem·s. 

l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And I think it wns California 
oil thnt was used in Panama. I understand it was a very 
~ :ully brand of oil. 

Mr. RAKER. And where the mosquito lia been exterminated 
we have been able to lessen and to a great extent to era<licnte 
malaria in those districts. 

1\!r. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It helps in that regard. Let 
me say this, that where a . State in good faith is undertaking 
to meet this situation, which is undoubtedly a nuisance and 
which is unquestionably prejudicial to the health of the people, 
why should not the ]federal Government. so far as it is nece ~ 
sary, assist to the extent of cooperating with the States? That 
is about all this suggestion is. If New Jersey, for instanee, is 
making appropriations-and it had an excellent entomological 
board some years ago, and that board cleaned up swnmps, in 
an effol't to make th-e seaside resorts more attractive-if New 
Jersey mnkes an appropriation, how is it possible for that Stnte 
to control the mosquitoes which pass across the river and oyer 
the borders of the State? There must be some cooperation on 
the part of the Federal Government. A numbeJ.• of States arc 
doing the be t they can, and they need this Federal as jsta nee. 
In my judgment there is no reason ·why they should not have it. 
If we can afford to spend money for the erc1dication of the 
cattle tick-and we have done that lavishly-if we can afford 
to spend money for the eradication of the potato bug-and tllat 
ought to be done-if we can spend money for the extermination 
of the house fly, why not spend money for the elimination of this 
worst of all insect pests? 

l\1r. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
1\fr. TILSON. As a matter of fact, does not the United States 

Govet·nm~t now cooperate with the States experimentally
! know It does in Connecticut-in th-e investigation of other 
things? . 

1\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; but here is sometl1iug 
eye:r-yone acknowledges-the conditions that prevail eTerywherc 
in regard to th~ mosquito are known to all of us-everyone is 
afilicted alike-and yet we hesitate to make provision that 
there shall be Government cooperation with the States. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. M.Al>."N. I come from a place· where they do not have 

mosquitoes. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh; I have been bitten by 

mosquitoes in Chicago. 
Mr. MANN. Nearly all such get bitten [laughter], but what 

I wanted to inquire is whether the object of the appropriation 
is to discover if mosquitoes will bite; nnd, secondly, if the way 
to get l'id of them is to abolish the water courses of the country 
because that is where they all breed. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If you keep your water 
'Courses clear-if the channels are deep-you will help to elimi
name the mosquito, because u mosquito thrives where water is 
stagnant, where the water is not moving, and where there is 
miasma. 

Mr. MANN. Dry up the water courses and you get rid o1 
the stagnant water. 

l\1r. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, but brush will remain, 
and old tomato cans will fill up with rain vT'ater, and mosquitoes 
breed in them. 

Mr. McLAUGHLil~. Mr. Chairman, the department has been 
doing some work with the money appropriated for the pur
pose. I do not know really how we can meet the situation sub
mitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. He says the 
States seem to b~ able to take care of the mosquitoes while 
they are in the States, but they have no control over mosquitoes 
coming from other States. I do not know how he can meet 
that situation unless he will propose and secure passage of an 
amendment of the migratory bird law and make it include 
mosquitoes. I suppose the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
equal to that task, because he has been able to engraft a 
mosquito provision on the river and harbor bill. [Laughter.] 
I believe, by his persuasive eloquence, he could get a mosquito 
amendment on the migratory bird law to take cure of the migra
tory mosquito. 

Mr. TILSON. The interstate commerce law has been made 
to do duty in everything else; might he not use that? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Evidently u good way to take care of 
the mosquitoes has been found. The gentleman from .Pennsyl
vania speaks of it-putting oil on the water an<l tn.king c..•1.re ·Of 
the stagnant places. With the aid of the Federal Government, 
the difficulty has been located and a remedy has been found, nn<l. 
nothing remains to be done except to spend a little money and 
use a little effort, and it is up to the States and the people 
of the localities to f-urnish the money and do the work the:n
selves. It is not incumbent -on the Fe<le~·al Go-rernment to 
follow either one of these troubles in the Stntes. to find not only 
the cause and discover the remedy, but actually furnish the 

\ 
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money to do the work of overcoming the trouble and eradicat
ing this difficulty. There is surely .a limit to the kind and 
amount of work the Federal Government should be nsked to 
do, and a limit to the amount of money it should be asked to 
contribute for the relief of troubles existing in the States. 
After a l'P.medy for evil conditions has been found the people 
of the States ought to spend their own money in applying it. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 
.Mr. TILSON. 'One trouble is that the mosquitoes refuse to 

respect State lines; they do not hesitate at all to go from 
one State which may eradicate a part of them into anoth.er 
State which ta'kes 'DO means to eradieate them at ail. 

Mr. 1\IANN. Forbid them by ~aw. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Well, the gentleman will have to have 

something like the migratory-bird law. I can not think of any
thing better. The remedy suggested is as reasonable :as the 
question which the gentleman asked. 

I wish to state what is being done with the -$7,000 of this 
appropriation. 

The department says the object is to determine the require
ments for tbe protection of individuals on plantations and else
where against malarial mo quij:oes. 

The procoou:re is as follows: An estate of 20,000 acres situated 
at 1\Iound, La., has been selected for an intensive study of mos
quitoes of that region and their 1·elationship to agricultm·ai 
problems. Compnrative studies will be made at other points. 

A to tlle result, a careful preliminu.ry survey has already 
been made of the plantation and the past malarial history cor
related with the productiveness of the plarrtution. A careful 
estimate ha._ also been made based upon observations of the 
actual cost of malaria to one of the plantation units in the re
duction of produetiveness. 

That is a statement in general terms of what the department 
has done and is coing. Perhaps. the gentleman from .Pennsyl
vania can understand it better than I can, but that is what the 
department says about it. 

:l\lr. 1\IOORE of Pennsylvania. Is there any specific apJiro
priation in this bill for mosquito investigation? 

.l\Ir. McLAUGHLIN. Out of this appropriation the depart
ment proposes to expend $7,010 on the mosquito proposition. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There is nothing here to 
show it. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. That is what the d~·trtment says it 
will do with the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ls on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania ~Ir~ MooRE]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MoonE) there were---ayes 14, noes 21. 

The Clerk Tead as follows; 
For general administrative expenses connected with above lines of 

investigation, and for miscellaneous expenses incident thereto, $3,000. 
Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, in 1912 I introduced a bill in 

regard to the investigation of rubber, again in December, 1915, 
and I will read it. It is as follows : 
A bill ( rr. R. 369) making an appropriation for the investigation, study, 

and testing of sagebrush and greasewood which .may be used for pro
ducing rubber, and for other purpo es. 
Be it cnaoted_.. etc., Tbat the sum of 5,000 is 'hereby appropriated, out 

of any money rn the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the in
vestigation and study of methods and testing sagebrush and greasewood 
which may be used for producing rubber, alcohol, and acetic acid, in-
cluding their utilization. , 

1\fr. Chairman, this subject has .been taken up with the De
partment o.f Agriculture in the .Bureau of Chemistry. I have 
furnisbeu to the department on several occasions the raw sage
brush anu raw greasewood from the ·west, also samples of rub
ber extracte(l from sagebrush and greasewood. This country at 
the present time is paying exorbitant prices for rubber of an 
kinds to make rubber goods, tires for automobiles, which are 

xceptionally high and expensive. The field from which this 
material can be prouuce<.l, if n proper process is found, is 
enormous. Practically all of the Rocky Mountain and the Pa
dfic coru;t States have millions of u.cres of sagebrusl1 lands, 
which brush is not only of no present .h.""Tiown value, but a detri
ment to the country, so far as we have been able to discover at 
the present time. It can be cleared, and it reproduces itself in 
a year and a half or two years. In other wor<ls, the supply is 
enormous. There is practically no limit to it. The samples 
presented to the Bureau of ChemL<;try produce a fair quality 
of r·ubber. We have no rubber plants in this country, and it 
is well worth a small expense in makiug investigations to find 
out a process by which this prolluct can be extracted from the 
sagebrush and the greasewood, the quantity of which is so 
enormous in the Western States. 

I am getting further data also of mattrial, and believe that 
by the time the committee again takes up this subject under the 
proper head I will be able to get a favorable report from the 
Department of Agriculture and a report of the committee to 
the end that this enormous product, so extensive, might be· 
utilized instead of going to waste, as is the fact to-day. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yielU? 
Mr . .RAKER. Yes. 
1\1r. 1\IONDELL. Is it not true that private parties have been 

making investigations ·along these lines for quite a number -of 
years and is it not also true that some rubber or p·oduct :re
sembling ruboer has been -proctuced from these plants? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. There nre men at the University ·of 
Nevada and in Carson and down in the -southern part of my 
State who have sent me samples, and who believe that if the 
Government, through its many agencies, with its ability, would 
investigate the subject, they would be able to devise some 
method by which thls valuable and now extensive product 
might be taken from what to-day is a useless thing, scattered 
over so many million acres in the West. 

Mr. MANN. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAKER. Yes ; I yield to the gentleman from illinois. 
Mr. :1\IANN. In view of the probability of the investigation 

resulting favorably and supplying this very much needed article, 
does not the gentleman think that we ought to quit giving away 
these public lands that are covered with sagebrush? 

:Mr. RAKER. Oh, no; because--
Mr. 1\IANN. Then the ,gentleman does not have much faith 

in the experiment, I am sure. 
-The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California 

has expired. 
1\fr. RAKER. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

proceed for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RAKER. MT. Ohairman, in answer to the distinguished 

gentleman from illinois [.Mr. MANN] in -regard to giving away 
the public <domain, in the first place, it would be an incentive 
to })lace lnmdreds of millions in the West, because the product 
is becoming Yaluable, from which we could extract rubber, would 
r~sult in clearing the land and in helping the settler. In other 
words, he would get some return from the clearing of the sage
brush and the greasewood, and thereby make it answer two pur
poses. After the land has been once cleared of sagebrush and 
plowed, in two years you will find a growth again of sagebrush 
2 or 3-! feet high covering the entire tract, and in three years, 
except for the old stock, you would ·not even know that the land 
had ever been cleared. So, as a matter of fact, it will answer to 
the advantage of the Government, first, in assisting in clearing the 
land, and, second, in getting a by-product that now is destroyed, 
and hence it would be an incentive to fill these arid and semiarid 
tracts of land in the West and bring about crops of wheat and 
rye and hay, whereby we might increase our food supply and 
reduce the price; and I have such unlimited confidence in the 
chairman and the members of this committee that upon the pre
sentation of the facts at their next consideration of this bill, 
knowing the importance of it and what it means to the develop
ment of the West, I believe we will eventually have an item in 
the 'bill that will authorize the department to go into this great 
enterp1·ise. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words. I believe the paragraph is new in the bill? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. What is the purpose of providing specifi

cally for general administrative expenses connected with these 
various lines of investigation, when the department now has 
authority to expend any or all sums out of the preceding items 
for a like character of work? 

Mr. LEVER. The committee and th.e .department felt that 
the administrative expenses ought to be set out in this bureau 
as it is in practically all other bureaus. Heretofore this 
amount and this authority have been carried in the item imme
diately preceding, and we felt that we ought to know what 
they are spending .from time to time in general administrative 
work. 

l\1r. STAFFORD. \Vill this item in the bill prohibit the 
bureau from expending any sums whatsoever from prior sums 
for administrative -work? 

1\1r. LEVER. It will not change existing law. 
Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand the ruling of the Comp

troller of the Treasury, when an item is carried in an appro
priation bill specifically designating the character of work for 
which the appropriation may be nsed, no other item may be 
utilized for that same character of work. I am in sympatey 
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with that con~trnc:tion nud "·ith the pnrpo e of this amendment, 
if that i · the intention. 

·Mr. LEVElL 'l'he intention of this item is to provi<le a 
spcc:itic appt'OVL'i::ttion for general adminish·ati,·e expenses of 

"the lnu·eau itself. A: I untlerstaml it, in the item abo\e, for 
instance, where you haYe a $37,000 appropriation, there may be 
expended from that item certain admioistratiYe expenses, but 
they are not general admini trati\e e~-penses, and all general 
administrati\e e.x:pen. es for the bureau; that is, for work im
mediately connected with the chief of the bureau and which is 
not carried el ewllere mu t be carried in this item. 

Mr. STAlJ'FOUD. I take it this i a limitation on the bu
rcmt's activities for expending any of the foregoing appropria
tions for mlministrat.iYe expenses? 

Mr. LEVEH. Ye ·. 
Ml'. STAlt'lfORD. "'\ 11(1 that the comptrollet" will not Yi e 

any npprol)rintion out of the other respectiYe items? 
Mr. LI-JYEH. It "·ould not be authorized by the appropria-

tion. 
l\11'. ·wiNGO. May I a k the gentleman a question? 
M1·. STA.FFOTID. I yield to the gentleman. 
l'tlr. WINGO. Doe the chairman think that $3,000 will be 

ufli ·ient to coYer the gen ral mlmini trati\e expen es of this 
department? 

l\fl·. I .. EVEH. Tllnt i · all they estimated for; that is, for 
thi:-~ bureau. 

1\h·. WIKGO. I think there i ometlling in the suggestion 
of the gcntlemall that where you specifically put out an appro
priation for ~eneral adminislratiYe expen es, then they could 
not u. ·e, for in ·tance, nny preceuing amount authorized for the 
general expen ·es of the work, such as, for instance, paying 
the . alarie of employees. 

l\11·. LEVER ro; they would not haYe authority under this 
item. nnd I uo not think tlley . hould have it. 

Mr. WINGO. I agree w·ith the chairman--
1\lr. LEVER I think it ought to be segregated. 
1\lr. WINGO. I agree with the chairman that you ought to 

segregate and specifically limit the amount. of expenditure for 
aumini trative purposes, !Jut it occurred to me possibly in con
nection with the idea that they could use, for instance, some of 
the 1wec <lin~ it ru of . 57,000, they might be led into a position 
"·hen~ it woultl be such a · they would not haYe sufficient funds. 

1\lr. LEV}~ H. I thiuk we can risk th dei artment's judgment 
on that, and they only a k for .;3 000. 

The Clerk read a follows: 
Pre,·cnting f-Pr<•ad of moth. , llnreau of Entomology: To enable 

the ~ecretary of Agriculture to meet the emergency caused by the 
continued !>prcatl of the gypsy and I.Jrown-tall moths by conducting 
such t'x-perimc:>nt:-; as may be necessary to determine the best methods 
of <'nntrolllng 1ltese ins ct.·; by introducing and establishing the 
parfl sit ex and nn tural ~?nemles of these insects nnd colonizing them 
within 1hc infe.· ted territot·y; by establishing and maintaining a quar
antin(! against further spreRd in such manner as he shall deem best, 
in t'oopei:ation ' ·ith the authorities of the different States concerned 
and with the t>c\·eral ::)tate experjment stations, including rent outside 
of the District or Columbja, the employment of labor in the city of 
"\Ynshiagton anll el. cwhere, and for medl<'al :upplies and services and 
otbl'l' a . i:tance necessary for the immediate relief of foremen, scout·, 
and la borer~>, antl other employees injured while engaged in hazardous 
work under thl~ item of appropriation, and all other necessary ex
penses, $303,0l.i0. 

l\1r. 1\IONDEI..L. 1\Ir. Chairman, I reserye the point of order 
ag:aiust the language in lines . 4 to 7, page 53. 1\Ir. Chairman, 
I wn.· Yery much intere tell, as I have no doullt other Members 
wen•, in the !';tatement made a few moments ago by the gentle
man from l\lichignn [1\Ir. 1\lcLAUGHLIN], a member of the 
committee, giYing hi.· Yie,,s as to the proper limit of govern
mental activi.ties under the appro11riations carried in this bill. 
He expres e<.l tlte opinion that the GoYernment should inYesti
gate thoroughly, should eli eminate information, should inquire 
into cau es and deYelop remedies, and should leave the States 
and individual to apply the remedies. Now, I am wondering 
why the committee in con idering this matter of the brown
tail nnd gypsy moths, are not following up the policy thus out
lined or suggested by the gentleman from l\lichigan? As I 
under tand it, in the case of this appropriation the Federal 
Gon•L·muent hn not only sought the cause, determined the 
remedy, !Jut proceeded to apply it. As I understand it, under 
this appropriation the Federal Goyernment for a number of 
yem·s ha hired large force of men to uesh'OY the moths, 
and actually entered upon the work of applying the remedy. 

Mr. LEVBH. If the gentleman will permit, let me say that 
the department hn ·· coor era ted witb the Stutes in which the 
gyp.-y and iJrown-tail moth occur. The States involved arc 
approvriatiug, accorlling to my recollection, almost the amount 
apvropt·intetl h~· the Federal GoYernment. The statement wn. 
mntlc before the committee by Dr. Howard, who has charge of 
this work, thut they had about determined in their own minds 

that there was no hope in the immediate future of exterminating 
or eradicating the brown-tail or gypsy moth and that the present 
plan was to continue their quarantine and control of this as 
much as pos~ible, with a view of holding it in check, in status quo. 
as it were. Now they have discoYered, howeYer-and they think 
it is promi ing-a parasite for tile gypsy moth, I think it is, 
and last year they turned loose upon the gyp y moth 17,000,000 
of these little parasites, and the result so far, in my judgment, 
from the testimony before the committee, is promising; null it 
is po sible, if we can keep up the control oYer and n strict quar
antine with this appropriation, that the time may come when 
the parasite will take care of the gypsy and brown-tail moths. 
It is n. curious thing in insect life that nearly every insect has 
n.n enemy which will in time prevent or destroy it. That is the 
thougilt of the committee· in this matter. 

Mr. MONDELL. But at the present tin1e and under the appro
priation carried in the bill the department does actunlly engage 
in the work of destroying these moths? 

Mr. LEVER. That is true. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. HAWLEY. This particular problem is one of the most 

serious that we llaYe to deal with in this bill. The e moths eat 
the leayes on the trees, multiply in ~rent number , and can repro
duce themselves in eYery section of the United States. We are 
endeavoring strictly to limit the territory which they may in
fest. If we should relax our diligence and-the e moths should be 
spread by Yehicles, sttc:h as wagon or automobi1e., or on lumber 
or through materials in transportation, or by other mean , an<.l 
should get into the southern forests and then out into tile "·e t
ern forests, they would not only destroy the geeat timber product 
of the United State·, but they would destroy the fruit-growing 
industry. 

l\lr. 1\lONDELL. That is a pretty broad statement--
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\!r. MONDELL. 1\lr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more. 
'l'he CHAIRi\IA...~. Is there objection to the request of tile 

gentleman from 'V:roming? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

1\lr. 1\lONDELh How many yarietic of tree· do these moths 
attack? 

Mr. · HAWLEY. They attack all deciduous trees, and they 
attack the evergreens when there arc no deciduous tree for 
them to live upon. 

1\fr. MONDELL. Has that latter fact been determined? 
l\Ir. HA. WLEY. I asked that question of the representatiYe 

of the department when he was before the committee at thi last 
bearing, ancl he made that statement. Some of the e\"ergrcen 
trees are attacked more readily by them than other . 

1\Ir. l\lONDELL. 'Veil, does the gentleman belieYe that we 
should continue to appropriate something like $300,000 indefi
nitely on this work, in view of the fact stated by the chairman 
of the committee, that it has now been demon. trated that it 
was impossible to eradicate the moths? 

1\.Ir. HA_ WLEY. I belieYe we should appropriate the money 
nece sary to confine these moths to the localities where they 
now are until such time as the parasites may be multiplied in 
sufficient quantities to reduce them below the harmful point, a 
they ha\e been reduced in the European counh·ies from "·hich 
they came, or until the moths have been reduced by other 
means. 

1\Ir. l\10NDELL. And as they probably would be here if the 
moth got out of this particularly fayored locality into a region 
le s fayorable, where natm·e would develop the parasite. 

Now, as an illustration, I think we ometimes get oyerexcite(l 
about the e things. I remember when We tern States proposed 
appropriations of $1,000,000 a year for the ern<.lication of the 
nu ian thistle. Wel1, we did try to eradicate the nu siun 
thistle, but we did not make very much hemhmy, nnd it spreau 
all oYer the country. It has not proven uch a terrible pet as 
we had supposed it would be, although it is bad enough, in all 
conscience. The migratory g1·asshopper develops in tile Uocky 
1\.Iountain region, along the 'foothills of the eastern slopes of 
the Rockies, and when we haYe a few favorable season , warm, 
dl'Y springs, those insects increase in such number that tiley 
migrate in great numbers to the eastern regions. nut as oon 
as they reach humid territory nature develop in the e migra
tory creatures certain parasites tbnt kill them. " ' hile they 
mu::r clo great harm for a ~·ear or two, and formerly, when our 
field · were few and far between, the gra ·slwppcr frequently 
cleaned up great communities, in later time., when our grain 
fie1cls are more widely extended, the damnge is not s great. In 
no case do these hoppers flourish more than two or three ·ca ·ous 
when they reach the humid regions. 
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Now, we might have started in to expend millions of dollars 

annually to exterminate the migratory Rocky Mountain grass
hopper. We would not have gotten anywhere. By leaving him 
alone, .nature provides a remedy. Would not nature provide a 
remedy for this moth before its ravages become extensive. 

1\lr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. MONDELL. Yes. 

· Mr. HAWLEY. 'l'he two illustrations the gentleman has 
chosen, I think, are not apt in their application to the difficulty 
rai ed by these two moths. 

l\1r. 1\UNN. Well, are they not very apt to show that if you 
find the pi·oper para ite and develop it, it will destroy much 
trouble from these inse_cts, and is not that what we are trying 
to do here? 

1\lr. 1\lO:NDELL. Nature develops these parasites whenever 
the creature gets out of the favorable environment. · 

1\lr. MANN. Not unless the parasite is inherent in the 
locality. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has expired. , 
1\:Ir. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, may I ask to close debate on 

this in 12 minutes? 
The CHAilll\JAN. The gentleman from South Carolina askg 

. nuanimous consent to close debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto in 12 minutes? Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\:Ir. HAWLEY. The gentleman from Wyoming [1\Ir. MoN

DELL] referred to the Russian thistle as possibly to be com
parable in destructive agency to the moths which this paragraph 
relates to. The Russian thistle does not go out throughout the 
country and li>e on trees by eating the leaves off. . 

Mr. 1\lO:NDELL. I think " the gentleman from Wyoming !' 
made no such suggestion as that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But I was going to prove to the gentleman 
that bis illustration was not valid. 

1\lr. MO~TDELL. But the grasshopper illustration is. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I will come ·to the grasshopper. 
Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. HA. WLEY. In a moment, These moths migrate for a 

considerable distance, and they spread,' if not hindered, with 
considerable rapidity, and they live on the leaves of th-e trE>es 
and kill' the trees. A gentleman who was formerly a Member of 
this Hou e, now a United States Senator from Massachusetts,_ 
said to the committee during the hearing on this subject that 
despite his best efforts a number of trees on his own estate had 
been killed by these pe ts. · 

l\ir. MONDELL. Will th-e gentleman yield right there? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. MONDELL. A large number of beautiful pines on my_ 

place at home have been killed re~ently by a beetle, but I do not 
believe the Federal Government should be called upon to come 
out there and exterminate those pests. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, if the gentleman will allow me to 
proceed, if these moths are not confined to the territory where 
they now are, but spread throughout the Appalachian region, 
which will be a native habitat for them in a short time, they 
will destroy all the deciduous trees and th-e fruit trees, including 
the great peach orchards in Georgia and other Southern States. 
They have been found in a few instances far West, according to 
the statements that have been received. They are sent there on 
nursery stock. 

• l\1r. RAKER. Will the gentleman inform the committee 
whether or not the spread of the gypsy and brown-tail moths 
has been practically stopped by virtue of the bill that passed 
your committee and finally became a law? I .refer to the quaran
tine bill. 

1\.Ir. HAWLEY. The danger from it has been reduced, but 
you can not say they have been absolutely stopped. It depends 
on the efficiency of the enforcement of the law. . 

Mr. RAKER. Cpuld the gentleman inform the committee 
whether or not there is considerable nursery stock going from 
State to State that does contain the gypsy and brown-tail 
moths, :which is not prevented by the present quarantine bill 't 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have only had one or two instances that 
I now recall where there was a little outbreak in any place, but 
it was readily detected and the trees all destroyed and the place 
cleaned up. 

Mr. RAKER. Does the same condition apply to some importa-
tion of foreign stock? · 

Mr. HAWLEY. They originally came with the importation 
of foreign stock, but there is now no more of that being delivered 
in the United States from infected districts abroad. 

Mr. RAKER. It is practically eliminated? 
Mr. HAWLEY. They are not allowed to ship infected stock 

from infested districts in the Old World unless there is no 
danger of the stock being infested, and when it reaches here it 

is examined again, and if there has been any moths overlooked 
in the preparation of the shipment those shipments are seized 
and destroyed. 

Mr. RAKER. Then th~ importation of these various insects, 
by virtue of the various quarantines, so far as the imported stock 
is concerned, is practically eliminated? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it is practically eliminated. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Oregon 

has expired. · 
Mr. HAWLEY. I had som~ more remarks to make in answE>.:: 

to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNDELL]. 
Mr. l\lANN. Mr. Chairman, I may want a little more than 

five minutes. 
This is an appropriation for the control of t11e gypsy and 

brown-tail moths. I am not familiar with tho e moths, and. I 
hope I will never have the privilege of seeing either one of tbern 
in my own section of the counh·y. They are exceetiingly de
structive. Nothing in the way of trees can li-ve against them 
unless you can destroy the moths and in some way pre\ent their 
propagation. 

Now, that is true of a good many insects that are ·destructive 
of certain plants. Those insects which are native in the counti~y 
never bother us very much, because it is the Jaw of nature that 
wherever a pest occurs, it must either become supreme and kill 
everything within its range, or else · it must be controlled by 
some pest, which attacks the first pest ; and throughout the 

·world, wherever there is any animal life wbieh is a pest or 
dangerous, it has an enemy which attacks it in its native habi
tat. But you can move the pest animal or insect from one 
country to another without carrying with it its enemy, and 
whenever you do that you are liable to get to the point where 
the pest becomes of such destructive power that there is hardly 
any way to control it unless you can find the para ite which 
attacks it. 

I spoke a moment ago of th~ experience in the Hawaiian 
. Islands, and I am going to say a word more about it. The 
bi'own-tail moth and the gypsy m()th ru·e imported. They have 
in this country no natural parasite whicb attacks them. The 
Agricultural Department ha been engaged in a search in the 
original habitat of these moths endeavoring to find and bring 
h-ere and acclimate a natural parasite enemy. Whether they 
have yet succeeded they do not know. They have the parasites. 
They have introduced a number of parasites here. Whether 
they will prove successful in exterminating the gypsy moth nnd 
the brown-tail moth I do not know. 

I am going to narrate very briefly a fair~ stcry. 'l"he gentle~ 
man from Wyoming [Mr. MoNnELL] referred. to til~ grasshopper. 
The sugar planters out in Hawaii were met with what is called a 
leaf hopper, a very small insect, which J}ropagated rapidly and 
threatened the absolute destruction of the sugar cane in the 
Hawaiian Islands. They tried every method th-ey coulc.l, and th~y 
could not control it. They commenced to give up their sugar; 
plantations. They finally found an entomologist who said that 
he thought the on}y course to pursue was to ascertain the original 
habitat of the leaf hopper and there find the leaf hopper's 
parasite. They did not know where the leaf hopper had come 
from. 

This entomologist went to China, and went all through China 
· in the regions where sugar cane is produced, and found parasite 
after pru·asite· which lived upon a leaf hopper somewhat similar; 
and be sent the parasites to Hawaii. It was not the parasite of 
this leaf hopper, and it did no good. He went to the East India 
Islands and met with the same experience. He worked at this 
year after year, incurring all the dangers that a white man 
could incur in tropical jungles, looking for a leaf hopper, not 
merely upon th-e sugar cane, but upon variO-us other things that 
leaf h-oppers live upo.n, as, for instance, vnrious kinds of palms. 
He went to Australia, and went ·beyond Australia, and in a 
little island some distanc-e from Australia he found the original 
habitat of this leaf hopper that was absolutely destroying the 
sugar cane in Hawaii. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

l\1r. MANN. I ask for five minutes, notwithstanding the limit 
of time fixed. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks to pro· 
ceed for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. · 
l\1r. MANN. He started home with the parasites; he was 

taken down with typhoid fever in Australia and nearly died, 
and lost his parasites. He went back the next year and obtained· 
more of the parasites, but found that he could not probably 
take them ns far as Hawaii without their dying on the way. 
He obtained the consent of the Australian Government to propa
gate those parasites in Australia and set up a plant there and 
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propagated them and obtained a new brood, and landed finally 
in Hawaii with a small number of the parasites of this leaf 
hopper. · 
· By that time tl1e planters in Hawaii had given up lwpe. 
Th0~· had tried pnrasite after parasite with no effect, but they 
had finally found the real parasite. This little incident tlis
clo <'S the '"alue of entomological work, because this (llnn's 
disco,·ery of this parasite has saved hundreds of millions of 
dollnrs' worth of land and sugar-cnne land and sugar cane in 
Hawnii which they had given up as practically lost. They 
could not have continued the production of sugar cane in the 
Hm·raiian I land.· 'vith success if they had not found the para
site of this leaf-hopper, so small that it can hardly be tletected 
by the naked eye; the leaf hopper itself is so small that it is 
hardly noticeable. They have done that by scientific research 
and study along scientific lines, and llave demonstrated the po -
sibility of conh·olling all of these natural enemies imported 
from :mother country if we can only find in the original habitat 
the enemy which followed each enemy and killed it off-the 
pnrn. ·ite. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The pro fol·ma amendment is with<lrawn, 
an<l the Clerk will read. 

Tbe Clerk rer.<l as follows : 
BUREAU Oli' BIOLOGICAL SUlWEY. 

Sala1·ies, Bureau of Biological Survey: One biologist, wllo shall be 
chief of bureau, $3,500; 1 chief clerk and executi-ve assistant, $1,800; 
1 administrative as lstant, $2,250; 1 financial clerk, $1,600; 3 clerks, 
class 3 ; 5 clerk , class 2 ; 1 clerk, $1,::!60 ; 5 clerks, class 1 ; 1 clerk;
$1,0 0 ; 3 clerks, at $1,000 each; 2 clerks, at $900 each; 1 clerk, $840 ; 
1 clerk, $720; 1 preparator, $1,200; 1 preparator, $900; 1 mes enger, 
$720; 1 photographer, $1,300; 1 game warden, $1,200; 1 draftsman, 
$900; 2 mes eugers, messenger boy">, or laborers, at $480 each; 1 
mes enger boy, $360; 1 laborer, $GOO; 1 charwoman, $240; in all, 
$44,030. 

1\Ir. DILL. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAilll\IAN. The gentleman from 'Vashington moves to 
strike out the last word. The Ohair desires to state that the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. J\IoNDELL] reserYed a point of 
orde1· on the new 'Yorcls on page 53. 

1\Ir. 1\IONDELL. I withdraw the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 
Mr. DILL. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpo e of asking 

the chairman of the committee a question in regard to the 
salnries mentioned in this pru'ticular paragraph. I find it also 
running all through the bill-for a laborer at $600 and at an
other place a laborer at $480. What is the e~-planation of 
such low salaries for laborers? 

1\lr. LEVER. A::; the gentleman will notice, there are "two 
mes ·cngers, messenger boys,. or laborers at $480 each " and one 
laborer at $600. One is a laborer, and the others have a dual 
capacity. They may be laborers or messengers. 

1\fr. DlLL. I understand that; but as to the ot11er one there 
is no limitation. It says "laborer." 

1\Ir. LEVER. Yes. 
1\Ir .. DILL. Do I understand by that that the man drmrs only 

$50 a month? · 
1\Ir. LEVER. That is true. 
1\Ir. DILL. And he works a full day? 
1\Ir. LEVER He works eight hours a day. 
1\Ir. DILL. Mr. Chairman, I notice running all through this 

bill that there are provisions for the payment of just such low 
wages to laborers. . . 

1\Ir. LEVER. I wish t11e gentleman woul<l say "and through 
every other bill." 

1\Ir. DILL. I think that is true; through every other bill also. 
Now, I under tand from reports that an investigation is going 
on before one of the committees of the Hou e as to the wages 
recei\·ed by Go,ernment employees, and the testimony adduced 
before that committee shows that this Go...-erument is paying 
wage on which it is practically impossible to support a family. 
It seems to me that such a condition ought to be remedied, ancl 
I think that a Government with the wealth; power, and standing 
of the United State~ when it pays employees at the rate of $40 
or $~0 a month is doing a thing that it ought not to do. It 
seem. to me this condition should be remedied, and we should 
begin in this bill. 

l\1r. BAILEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DILL. Yes. 
1\lr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman belie\e that an increase 

of wages on the part of the Government lvould tend in any 
way to inc1·ease the wages tllat are paid generally o>er the 
country. 

1\Ir. DILL. I am not certain that it would increase wages ovet· 
the <:ountt·y, but it seems -to me it would lla\e a goo<l effect. 
At any rate it <loe · not seem to me that this Go...-crnment ought 
to set the example of pnyiug v;·ages ns lo\Y as the wages men-

tioned here when we criticize corporations for paying the 
same wages. 

1\fr. BAILEY . . If the Government should increase wages, 
would not that have the effect of decreasing the wages of the 
people who furnish the money to pay the wages of Govern-
ment employees? . 

1\fr. DILL. Gentlemen who criticize great corporations for 
paying such low wages would certainly stand in a much better 
light than they do now when t11ey vote for appropriation bills 
which authorize the payment of wages so low that no one cnn 
support a family on those wages. . 

Mr. BAILEY. 'Vould not the gentleman prefer to do some-
thing that would tend to advance wages in general? 

Mr. DILL. Certainly. . 
Mr. BAILEY. ·How would the gentleman do that? 
l\fr. DILL. That opens up a great question, and I think the. 

gentleman from Pennsylvania will agree with me that this is 
hardly the place to discu s that great economic problem; but 
I do want to register my protest against the payment of sal· 
aries so low as some of those contained in this bill to men who 
work six days a week and regular hours every day. [Ap
plause.] 

The CHAIRMA..1.'\f. 'Vithout objection, the pro forma amen<l
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
General expenses, Bureau of Biological Survey: For salaries an•l 

employmPnt of labor in the city of Washington and elsewhere, furni· 
turc, supplies, traveling, and all other expenses necessary in conduct· 
ing investigations and carrying out the work of the bureau, as follows: 

l\lr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like the attention of 
the chairman of tile committee [Mr. LEVER]. 

I llave assisted in the preparation of nine appropriation bills 
in support of the Department of Agriculture for the promotion 
of the agricultural development of the United States. Dm·ing 
that time the distinguished gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
LE\~R] has been a member of the Committee on Agriculture, 
and in the preparation of the la t three bills, including the one 
now pending, he has been its chairman. lly reason of his vigor 
and ability he has been an important member and wortlly of 
study. In addition to the appropriation bills several mensnre · 
of general legislation of great importance have been considered 
by the committee, and a number of them reported to the House 
and pa ed. Others are pending and active. Mr. LEvER has 
been a decided factor in all this legislation. While he has always 
shown a commendable and effective interest in the solution of 
problems affecting southern agriculture, and deserres the ever· 
lasting gratitude of that portion of our people for his services to 
tllem, he has been friendly to the study of aml taken an intelli
gent interest in the problems confronting all other sections of 
the country. 

He has the love, confidence, and admiration of every mem!Jer 
of the committee, as he has of the House, because of his ability, 
diligence, efficiency, and broau sympathies. 

Several laws of great \alne bear his name or owe their exist
ence to his indefatigable energy. 

If statesmanship con ists in a pain taking analysis of ques
tions relating to the public welfare and in submitting solutions 
that will result to the public good nnd securing their adoption, 
1\Ir. LEVE& is a state man. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For the maintenance of the Montana National Bison Range and other 

reservations and for the maintenance of game introduced into suitable 
localities on pul>lic lands, under supervision of the Biological Survey, 
including construction of fencing, wardens' quarters, shelters for 
animals, landings, ro~d , trails, bridges, ilitches, telephone lines, rock· 
work, bulkheads, and other improvements nec(!ssary for the econonncal 
administration and protection of the reservations, and for the en
forcement of section 84 of the act approved March 4, 1909, entitled '"An 
act to codify. revise, and amend the penal laws of the Unlt!irl States," 
$21,000, of whiCh sum $2,500 may be used for the purchas{', capture, anLI 
transportation of game for national reservations. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chnir
man of the committee if this provision includes the bird re· 
serves as well? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; this provision takes care of them. 
Mr. RAKER. There are 69 of these bird resenes, creutetl for 

the purpose of protecting nntive bird . The fir 't Executiv 
order creating a reserve for the protection of nati\e birds. wns 
dated 1\Iarch 14, 1903, when the Pelican I slan<l neservation in 
Florida was e. tnbli. heel. Native birds in the Canal Zone were 
protected by Executive order of date Murch 19, 1913. These 
69 bird reser1:es are cattered all the "·ay from 1\li<lway Island 
in the Pacific to Ala ·ka anti Porto Rico. 
. I ask unanimous con. eut that I mny insert nt this point an 
nrticle prepnred by 1\fr. Frank Bond, chief clerk, General Lnutl 
Office, on the subject of binl re ervation . 

\ 
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The CILUllM...-ll.~. The gentleman from California asks 

unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD the article to which 
l1e refers. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, is this article 
already published? _ . 

1\lr. RAKER. It has not been published in the daily papers. 
1\Ir. MANN. · I mean by the department: 
1\lr. RAKER No; tills i not a department matter . . This 

article was inserted in the Reclamation Record for April, 1916. 
It is only a column and a half long. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The article is as follows : 

BIRD RESEUV.~TIONS ; THEIR. P"CRPOSE AND FUTUllFl. 

[By Frank Bond, Chief Clerk, General Land Office.] 
Beginning with the first Executive order creating a reservation for 

the protection of native birds, dated March 14, 1903, when the Pelican 
Island Reservation, Fla., was established, there have been created by 
action ot the President 11!:) 1·eserves for this purpose, and in addition 
the birllS upon the Canal Zone were protected by an Executive order of 
March 19, 1913. ·l'hese U9 reservations are scattered all the way from 
the Midway Islands in the Pacific and Alaska to Porto Rico, and are 
divided among States and possessions as follows: Alaska, 10; Arizona. 
1 ; Alabama anti Mississippi, 1 ; Arkansas, 2 ; California, 3 ; California 
and Oregon, 1; Florida, 10; Ilawaii, 1; Idaho, 2; Louisiana, 4; Mich
i~an, 2; Minnesota,· 1 · Montana, 2; New Mexico, 2; Nebraska, 1; 
Nevada, 1; North Dakota, 2; Oregon, 3; Porto Rlco, 2; South Dakota, 
1 ; Utah, 1 ; Washington, 11 ; Wisconsin, 2 ; Wyoming, 3. 

Tlie purpose of some of these reserves is to furnish safe winter 
refuges or refuges for migrants, both sp!"1ng and fall; of others to 
provide breeding grounds and their protection. Roughly sp£>aking, the 
kinu of birds protected are the plume birds and the edible waterfowl 
anti shore birds. There are also protected upon some of the reserves 
waterfowl that may not be classed either as edible, "for they are not 
t'dib1r-, or as plume birds, strictly speaking. althou~h millions have been 
slaughtered for their quills and wings. These buds embrace the sea 
birds, whose usefulness as scavengers makes them economically worthy 
of protection. From an economic standpoint the most important reser
vations are those which protP.ct the edible waterfowl during the winterz 
breedin~ and migrating periods. These birds of course are the prey or 
t)le cold-storage and market hunters, and their winter feeding resorts 
became in the past veritable slaughter grounds. 

Among the breeding reserves, which also are resting places for 
mig1·ants in large numbers. are Klamath Lake and Malheur Lake, in 
California and Oregon, and among the reservations, · used largely by 
bir~s which have gone South to spend the winter season, are some of 
those along the Gulf coa·st, such as Breton Island Reservation, north
ward from the mouth of the Mississippi River. Prior to the creation 
of the Breton Island Reservation in 1904 reports of special agents of the 
Audobon societies and others indicated that upwaru of 200,000 wild 
ducks were slaughtereu during the winter seasons for cold-storage pur
poses. This, of course, has all been stopped within the limits of the 
several reservations where edible wateL·fowl winter. The two greatest 
slaughter grotmds in the West-1\!alheur and Lower Klamath Lakes
were covered by reservation orders in 1908, and one of the purposes of 
this article is to eall especial attention to these two, because they are 
fields of great local activity to secure the abandonment of the reserva
tions or such mollifications of their boundaries as will renuer them prac
tically useless for the purposes for which they were created. It 
should be lJOrne in mind that territory -o-f value for biro-reservation 
purposes is becoming more and more rare, and it is ~robable that com
paratively few new reservations of any great value Wlll be created here
after, especially resen·atlons for the protection of the euible waterfowl. 
There can be no doubt that reserves of this- character, while valuable 
now, can be made very much more valuable in the future by proper care 
and administr-ation, and it is the belief of all who have made a study 
of. the bird-protection movement that the reservations now created 
should be maintained without the snrrenuer of any territory or further 
modifications of their boundaries unless there are very grave reasons 
therefor. · It is not believed that throwing open any part of such res
ervations for the use of a few settlers, who probably without exception 
will be required .to supplement .what they can raise in the -way of farm 
products by what they can collect with their guns and traps, is in any 
uegree a fair t-xchange for what the people of the United States, as a 
whole, have a right to expect and will receive if these reservations are 
maintained intact and properly administered. 

Special effort is now being made to throw open to settlement large 
tracts of the tule lands within the Klamath Lake Reservation, and the 
propagada therefor indicates that as a preliminary step toward such 
action

1 
which will uestroy the usefulness of the reserve as such, a con

sideraole number of persons have gone within the reserve, and it is now 
proposed to · give them the marsh lands which they have unlawfully 
entered. Of course these people are not interested in the birds except 
to the extent that they may be able to hunt and kill them when they get 
.a footing within the reser"f'atlon, but a wis~ public policy wlll not permit 
a -very few persons thus to destroy a reservation which is not only 
a· valuable source of food supply for thousands at the present time but 
is bounu to become much more Yaluable in the future. 

Mr. RAKER. This article shows the purpo~es of these biru 
reserves. 'Ve appropriate $21,100 for these (39 reserves, 2 of 
which are in ruy i_wmediate locaJiQ7 • This appropriation is 
\tholly inatlequate to carry out the purposes of the Executive 
oruers. I have been in communication with the departments 
having charge of these bird resen-es, in the hope that we may 
get an adjustment in some 35 to 4!? homestead claims located 
in wllat is known as the Klamath Lake Reservation. These 
claimants insist that this land is valuable for agricultural pur
poses. Most of them are living upon the land. My purpose is 
not to destroy game preserYes at any time or under any cir
cumstances, if they are necessary ~or tlmt purpose, but when 
the land is more valuable for agricultul'al purposes, fot· home
steading, it should ·be so used. I haye great hope th-at the De-
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partment of Agriculture, and in this particular instance the 
Biological Survey, wllo have control of the bird reserves. in 
connection with the General Land Office, may be able to have 
a commission appointed from that department to make an in
vestigation to determine this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali
fornia has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. 1\fr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more. 
Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I can not afford to object, but 

I will ask unanimous consent that uebate on this paragraph 
and amendment<> thereto close in 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks for 
five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, a part of this article relates 

to the territory in my district. Some 35 settlers have gone on 
the land where the reserve has been created, and some. onto 
reclamation projects. I want to take this opportunity, without 
any criticism of the department, to the end that my people 
may be properly sustained in their rights to say that behind 
them stands the entire body of citizens of Siskiyou County
the judge, the board of supervisors, the grand jury, and the 
people-believing and insisting that this land is valuable for 
agricultural purposes and that no part of it will be used or 
taken from the bird reserve that might be necessary for that 
bird reserve. 

Personally whatever land is necessary for the bird reserve 
and for the protection and propagation of edible fowl, ought 
to be maintained. and that which is not necessary but is more 
valuable for agricultural purposes, ought to be used for that 
purpose. 

But I do not feel justifieU. in submitting to this article, to 
tile indictment of my people and those who are desiring to 
obtain a homestead upon Government land, that their one object 
and purpose is t.hat they may desh·oy the edible wild fo\vl and 
thereby <lestroy a bird reserve or a proper location for a bird 
reserve. 

Some might desire the land, thinking it is located in a good 
position, but the department I am satisfied is trying to arrange 
this matter without any antagonism either for or against the 
settlers, and that they will be able to come to some adjustment. 
I felt as though I could not let this pass without calling it to 
the attention of the committee. 

In discussing the matter witq the department they say that 
one of the reasons, and I am satisfied that it is true, that a 
proper result has not been bad at the present time is a lack of 
fundi There are 69 reserves from Alaska to Florida, some of 
them co\ering a territory of a hundred thousand acres, and 
sometimes one man has to look after a reserve of a hunured 
thous.and acres, and you can readily see that . this wild life that 
ought to be protected, which is of value to the counh·y, should 
have, if we are going to maintain this reserve, sufficient men to 
maintain them properly, givE> them proper protection, proper 
regulations, and a sufficient number of men, so that the regula
tions may be enforced and the bird preserves, because of their 
great value, properly looked after by the general public. 1\lany 
thousands and even millions of edible fowl are reared on these 
preserves. 

l\Ir. PLATT. l\lr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment. 
· The Clerk read as follows: 

Page u5, in line 1. after the word "States " strike out the figures 
"$21,000 " and insert " $25,000." 

Mr. PLATT. 1\Ir. Chairman, the appropriation carried in this 
item for which it is expected to accomplish is ridiculously small. 
It is something like $300 for each reservation, and the reserva
tions are not all bird reservations. The item includes the big
game presenes at Dixon, Mont.; Wind Cave National Park. 
S. Dak., and Jackson Hole, 'Vyo. On one of these preserves 
the United States Government has spent $50,000, and one of the 
bird pre.serves is a large group of islands in the Hawaiian group 
called the Laysan Island Reserve, which covers 5 degrees of 
longitude. 

A year ago poachers got on the islands and killed oYer 
300,000 albatrosses for their breasts, leaving the bones ami tlead 
birds strewn around over acres of ground. This great resena
tion has no warden and the devastation was not discovered 
until an expedition went there some time after. There were 
some birds left, and in the course of time I suppose they will 
repopulate the islands if not again destroyed. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yielu? 
1\fr. PLATT. I yield to tbe gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. MANN. Of what economic vnlue are these birds when 

they are off on this islanu where nobody can see them? 
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Mr. PLATT. I do not know what the economic value may be It is not nece sary that each island in the coast reservations 
of the birds on tills particulm: preserve. The geese and ducks ' should Unve a separate warden, fiut they should be visited fre· 
on the great Lay an re erves lli.'e of immense value: quently to see whether any damage bas been done and to punish 

Mr. 1\-iANN. Oh, I understa.Bd . that ; but I am speaking of those who Rill the- birds! I may say that the bird re ervations 
these birds that you say were killed on this island. j are all mapped in one of the Biological Survey bulletins, though 
. Mr. PLAT',P. They ha.d. an economic value to the people who 1 it does not- include the last few established. There were two or 
killed them, or they would not have gone there- after them. l three new reservations put in within the past year or two, and 

Mr. MANN. ·were they of any economie value living? Do , one which was adopted last year had to be abandoned for lack 
they add anything to beauty or anything else? What value· is of funds. Another has · been· turned over to another bm·eau. 
it to have a lot of birds on an i land that no one visits, and I It will be noticed that there is a little variation between the 
these birds do not go anywhere else but stay thera? 1 report of the committee, which says there are 69 bird reserva-

Mt. PLATr. I do not think it is true that they go nowhere 1 tions, and the hearings, which put the number at 68. There 
else. ; were 70. One had to be abandoned and another was turned 

l\Ir. MANN. Where do they go? ; over to another department because of lack of funds. They have 
· 1\lr. PLATT. Some of them may not be migratory, but others 1 done a great deal of good. There is no doubt that some birds 
fiy buck ami forth between the is1arrd of the Hawaiian group, · are actually being saved from extermination by these bird 
and perhaps fm·ther. reservations. Take, for- instance, the heath hen, which used to 

l\1r. 1\L<\.N.r • Oh, the i land . to which the gentleman refers is ' be abundant ull over the East. It is. now to be found only on 
n little island five or six. ot· seven hundl~ed miles away from the the· island o.:f Marthns Vineyard, whel'e· it is under stringent pro
large island of Kawaihae. :r_ do not. understand that those birds teetion by the State of Massachusetts and is slowly increasing. 
go anywhere else. A good many other birds are- being saved in the same way where 

Mr. PLA'I?T.. The re erve- includes a numbe1· of small islands they can collect in the winter or at certain times. Most of them 
extending over 5 degrees of longitude. The birds go back and are wmter· reservations, though a few· reservations in the North 
forth among that group of islands, and some of them farther. are nesting reservations. The birds concentrate closer togethe.t· 

1\Ir. MANN. They may· go back and forth. among some of the in the wintertime, and they need places where they can not be 
smaller islands in the group where no one lives. They· do not slaughtered. 
go to any isLUilcl where anybody lives. That is my info1·mation, Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
tbougil I may be wrong about it. Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. PLAT'I. The gentleman from Tillnois knows much more 1\fr~. M.Al~N. The gentleman knows a great deal about birds, 
about the Hawaiian I lands than I do, fol' I have never visited and his information has a good deal of weight with me. Does 
them. I am not m·e about the habits of the albatross, but I the gentleman. think thnt thi · ndditional money can he used 
know some of tile birds of tho e islands fly considerable dis- profitably so as to save and protect birlls? ' 
tances. l\lr. PLATT. I am very sure that it can. I am sure that 

Mr. 1\llU-.'"N. Oll I quite agree with· the gentleman generally. this little increa e of only $4,000 more will do a good deal of 
1\Ir. HlCK . Mr. Cimirmnn, does the gentleman· refer to good. It will just about provide salaries for the three or four 

Lnysan Island? wardens who are most needed. 
Mr. PLA'lv.r. Ye . 1\lr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HICKS. 'lJho ·e. bird I under tand, h·-a,el all over the :t\n·. PLATT. Yes. 

Soutll Seu I lands. 1\Ir. GOOD. Wlll the O'entleman state whether or not the 
Mr. MANN. 011, they uo not go anywi1ere. They go out in committee- reported, the numbe1~ of wardens or made an appro-

the ocP-an and fish and then go fiack l1ome. priation for the full numbet~ of wardens that the department 
l\Ir. PLA'l.~. The economic value of the bini re erva:tions lies· estimated for! 

largely in the reservations along ouT coa ts or off the Delta of Mr. PLATT. l know that the Biological Sm·vey asked for 
the l\Iis is ippi. where- thouLands rrnd thou :mds of ducks and more money than the commfttee gave it, as will be seen from 
gee ·e whiclt ne t in Canada and · No11th Dakota and othei~ North- the hearings. 
ern States, but mo tly in Canada, congregate in the wintertime. 1\lu. GREEl'i of Iowa. 1\lr. Chairman; '~ill the :rentleman 
There are n few ofl the. e bird re ervations on the Atlantie sea- yield? 
coa t. There i one. in 'Viseonsin, which is a rock in Eake 1\lr. PLATT. Yes. 
Micliigan, I believe. Some. of the re ervations are smnll and 1\Il'. Q.REEl'f o.t Iowa. I woul«i like to, inquire if thet·e is 
sotne of them large. anything being done looking to the destruction. of quirrels, 

l\lr. McLAUGHLIN. The gentleman suggests au increase of that are the greatest enemy of song birds that we have? 
$4..000· for what particular purpose? Mr. PLATT. The greatest enemy of the song bird is the 
· 1\fr. PLATT. To provide wardens for a fe'v of these reser- domestic eat, which ought to be destroyed. 

v.ations which. have no protection at all now. Anybody who Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Oh, I beg the. gentleman's pardon, 
wants to go and kill the bh:ds can do it without let or hin- because the domestic eat has to be somewhere near a bouse, 
drance. while the squirrels are scattered all around. For example, 

.. 1\lr. McLAUGHLD..'f. H~ the O'entlerunn any communication take the Capitol grounds. We have lots of squirrels here, with 
from the bureau to know whethet· they can tlse the money for the result that you can not find a bird's ne t in all the e 
that purpose? trees. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes; I will say to the gentleman from 1\Ilch- 1\lr. PLA.TT_ Oh, yes, you can. I think there are too many 
igan that I hu'le talked \Yitll the bm·enu officials. li am very red squirrels that are destructive of birds: Tile gray quil:rel 
well acquainted with several of the officials of the Biological does occasionally destroy birds, but not generally, if my infor~ 
SmTey, and they have tolu me that they llave been severely mation is correct. 
cr·iticized for not protecting the birds on the.'3e reservations, Mr. McCRACKEN. l\Ir. Chairman, Ii would like to ask ilic 
though it was impo ilile to do more than they have done with gentleman what" is the aggregate area included in the various 
the appropriation set a ide for this pm·po e. bird l.'eservations throughout the United States? 

The CHAIIL\l.AN. The. time of the gentleman from New 1\ir. PLATT. I shall have to- refer the gentleman to the bul· 
York has expil·ed. · Ietin of the Biological Survey for· that. I do not remember the 

l\Ir. l\1Al\TN. Mr. Chairn;mn, :r a k unanimous consent that figures. I think perhaps the gentleman from North Dakota can 
the gentleman llave five minutes more. He is the only author· tell him. 
ity in thi Hou e on birds. Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman--

Tile CHAIRl\I.AN. The ChaiJ.; will suggest that the time is· The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota is 
limited. recognized for five minutes. 

lli. 1\l.ANN. Then I a k unaniln.ous con ent that that time Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of the 
be e).."tended five minutes. gent1eman from New York be extended five minutes. 

The CHAlilliAN. I there objection? The CHAIR.l\!AN. The Chair has announced that he recog-
There was no objection. nizes the gentleman from North Dakota for :five minutes. 
l\Ir. l\1cLAUGHLL.'l'. Does the gentJeman know nt what 1\Ir. YOUNG of North Dakota. I desire to a k a question of 

place the e w::u:<len would be put? the gentleman from New York. Is it not a fact that the item 
1\lr. PLATT. Some on the Atlantic con t res rvation , which of $21,000 provided in this paragraph also includes work in 

are genel'ally barren mar b i.·Jan<l. · wbere no one lin~s. and they re pect to wild animals? · 
need patrolling. There is no money now to prnvi<le :my.hmly to 1\Ir. PLATT. Yes. 
go from one to the otilet· ex-cept nt long inteJ'VHis, They need l\.Lr. YOUNG of North Dakota.. In addition to all this work 
a motor boat, among other thiugs1 so tllut t11ey can get from about which the gentleman has .been talking in connection with 
.one islnnd to another. the preservation of bird life? 
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l\Ir. PLATT. It does. The item· includes the work of hedging, 

ditcllin~. telephone lines, and all sorts of things in connection 
with the preservation ana, maintenance of the Montana National 
Buffalo Range. It is not only a matter of bird preservation, 
but is spread over these thousands of acres in reference to 
animals. 

.Mr. l\IANN. The gentleman expects the $4,000, if he gets it, 
to be use<l specially for bird preservation. 

1\Ir. PLA'l'T. That is what the Biological Sur\ey wants it 
for. 

l\fr. l\L\NN. I will not \Ote for it unless that is the expecta
tion. 

1\Ir. YOUNG of North Dakota. The buffalo, which once 
thickly populate(} the western plains, has became almost extinct. 
The Biological Survey is entitled to much credit for the excellent 
work done in picking up :.nd caring for the few remaining 
:--pecimen:s. The buffalo in the various herds in the United 
.'tates and Canada number a little more than 4,000. About 
half of them are in Canada, and of the Canadian supply most of 
it was obtained from herds purchased in 1\Iontana. It was a 
mistake to let them get out of our country. Those we have left 
are receiving the most careful attention and every effort is 
being put fm·th to guard against losing them through disease 
or otherwi ~e. For that reason the buffalo have been cared for 
in more than one park, so that an epidemic could not carry off 
all of them. That was the chief reason for the establishment 
of Sullys Hill National Park, located on the shores of Devils 
Lake, N. Dak. It was also recognized that North Dakota was 
a portion of the region where the buffalo thrived before the 
advent of the white man. It is the habitat of the buffalo, and 
the herd to be transferred tlwre from 1\Iontana will doubtless 
increase rapidly, and later J1elp fill the growing uemand for 
buffalo in the municipal parks of our country. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will act favorably upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. With 
proper care and encouragement the time will come when the 
buffalo will be found outside of the parks. They will be found 
on the farms, llelping to take care of the meat supply and ful·
ni. bing those delightful robes which contributed so much 
snugness and pleasure to tJ1e sleigh rides of long ·ago. 

The CHAIR~Llli. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kew Mexico [Mr. HERNANDEZ]. 

l\lr. HERN.AJ.~DEZ. 1\fr. Chairman, what I uesire to inquire 
is in connection with the next paragraph. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. l\h·. Chairman, i desire to offer 
an amendment. 

1\11'. MANN. There is an amenument pending. 
The CHAIRMAN. Th::! question before the committee is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 
'· The question wns taken, and the Chairman announced the 

ayes seemed to have it. 
Upon a uivision (demandeu by l\Ir. LEn:R) there were-ayes 

3D, noes 16. 
So the amendment was agree6 to. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorauo. Ml'. Chairman, I de ire to offer the 

following amendment. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wilt report the amenument. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 55, in line 3, after the wortl "rescn·ation," insert: 
·• For the pru·cbasc of what is known ~s the • Scotty Phillips' herd 

c,( buffalo of South Dakota for distribution among the national parks 
antl national monuments, $100,000, or so much thereof as may . be 
necessary, such purchase to be made by and in the discretion of the 
.'ecretary of the Interior." 

l\fr. LEVER. l\fr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on tbis amendment and para
gml;)h is closed. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. l\I1·. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be allowed to address the committee for five 
minutes on this amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of in
formation. Some time was reserved for gentlemen on this sub
ject who did not use that time, and there must be five or six 
minutes left unuer the original arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. If gentlemen did not use that time it is 
not the fault of the Chair. The gentleman from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent to 11roceed for fh·e minutes. Is there ob-
jection? · ' 

Mr. LEVER 1\Ir. Chairman, I wonuer if the gentleman from 
Colorado woulU not offer on this proposition a separate para
graph to the bill? 

M1·. TAYLOR of Colorado. I ha\'e sent it up as a separate 
paragraph to come in at this 11lace. 

1\Ir. LEVER. Debate has been concluued on this parngmph. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Let me say to the chairman of the 

committee that I have not taken any time on this bill. 
1\Ir. LEVER. That statement has been made by dozens of 

men on the 1loor--
l\Ir. MANN. I unuerstand this is offereu as a separate para .. 

graph. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. It is offered as a separate para

graph to go in at tl1is point. 
1\fr. MANN. Then debate is not closed. 
1\Ir. LEVER. Then I ask unanimous consent that uebate on 

the amendment of the gentleman from Colorado and all amend· 
ments thereto shall close in 12 minutes, and I nm reserving th~ 
point of order. 

The CHAilll\IAN. The Chair unuerstands the gentleman 
from Colorado offers this amendment as a separate paragraph? 

l\fr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes, sir. 
The CHAilll\IAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 

unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto clo e in 12 minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair bears none. 

1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer this amend
ment for the purpose of making sure of the preservation and 
perpetuation of the American bison. I have all my life been :1 
\ery great admirer of the buffalo. Wilen I was a small boy I 
lived for several years at my father's cattle ranch on the plains 
o:!: western Kansas. There were hundreus of thousands of 
buffalo in that country at that time, from 1870 to 1874, and I 
used to lasso buffalo calves . . l\Iy father sent several pair of 
them to the various parks of Chicago, Cincinnati, and other
places. We raised quite a little herd of them with our cattle. 
They are a noble animal of which I have always been fond. 
At the present time the only fine herd of pure buffalo in the 
world, or at least the best one, is at Fort Pierre, S. Dak., what 
is known as the "Scotty Phillips" herd of buffalo, of about 500 
head. They are pure-bred, fine specimens of buffalo, and there 
will be about 100 calves this spring. 1\Ir. Phillips died sevei·al 
years ago and, I understand, his heirs desire to dispose. of thL<:; 
herd and close the estate. I have understood that unless they 
are purchased by the Government or somebody within some 
reasonable time that the animals, or many of them, may be 
butchered. 

They can butcher and sell them for more than the price 
they offer to sell them to parks; but the owners naturally wnut 
to see them preserved. They hold them at $250 a head. 

l\fr. STAFFORD. I understand there is a demand for pure 
buffalo from wological societies. Do you understand in spite 
of that demand that these buffalo would be butchered by this 
family who own the herd? 

l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. I have no personal knowle1lge or 
direct information, but I have several times heard that the 
family has been trying for several years to wind up the 
estate, and the. demand from the various zoological gardens 
and parks is only for a small number for each place, which 
amounts to comparatively little, and that they want to close 
out the entire herd. The State of South Dakota pnrcha .. "e'l 
24 head of them in the spring of 1915 and placed them in a 
State game park in the Black Hills. The State paid $250 
a head for them. And I may say tl1at a number of public
spirited citizen~ throughout the country have contemplated 
making a purchase of the entire herd and presenting it to the 
Government of the United States. That certainly woulu be a 
very patriotic and noble thing to do. And if the United States 
Government does not buy that buffalo herd I certainly hope 
some admirer of the buffalo will do so, becau e it would be the 
most colossal loss and grievous mi take of this entire gen
eration if the American people would allow that herd of pure 
buffalo to be slaughtered. It might result in the extermination 
of the buffalo species. I do not suppose $100.000 would be 
enough to buy the entire herd, but that woulU buy enough to 
preserve them for all time if they are properly cared for. 

Now, it seems to me that the Government of the United States 
ought to purchase them, if it can, nt a reasonable figure. The 
amendment I offer would give the Secretary of the Interior dis
cretion to go and buy that heru, or buy the major portion of it, 
and preserve them in the various national parks throughout the 
United States and breed them up and supply them to all the 
buffalo parks of the worlu. As a matter of fact, it would be an 
immen. ely 11rofitable tl'ansaction fot· tbe Govemmcnt of the 
United State to engage in, and we would ~t the same time 
preserve the buffalo. If I \vas n wealthy man I would buy the 
herd and present them to Uncle Sam. 

I might say that I have a bill proviuing for the purchase of 
a few of them for om· Colorado national parks, l.Jut, of course, 
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I do not know that we can pass a bill of that kind. 1\ly bill 
Tend · a follows : 
.A bill to autberlze the establishment of game preserves and sanctuaries 

in the State of Colorado, and for other purposes. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the "Interior be, and he 

"here-by is, autho1·ized and directed to reserve and set apart for a game 
preserve and sanctuary public and reserved lands of the United States 
in and adjacent to the Rocky Mountain National Park-and the Arapahoe 
National For-est, in Grand County, Colo., and in and adjacent to the 
Colorado National Monument, in Me£sa County, Colo., said reserves to be 
of suitable area and character to earry out· the purpose ·and .intent of 
.tWs act. 

~EC. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
l>UI'cha e, either at private or public salE\, not exceeding 200 butraloes 
from the u Scotty Phillips " buffalo herd ln .South Dakota, or from such 
other herd or herds as may be for sale within the United States., and to 
transfer and remove one-half of the buffaloes so .PUrchased to each of 

The Clerk read as follows : 
For the improvement of the game preserve in Su11ys HU1 National 

Park, in the State of North Dakota, incluiing the construction of all 
fences, sheds, buildings, corrals, roads. and othe:r structures whic'b ma "! 
be necessary, in addition to the amount heretofore appropriated, 5,000, 
ihe same to be available until expended.· 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of or<ler 
for the purpose of obtaining information. I notice in the 
wording of the paragraph there is some money now available 
for that purpose. Will the gentleman inform the committee 
how much is available and what is the purpose of this additionnl 
amount that will remain available until expended? 

1\fr. LEVER. I will ;give the gentlemab. the information by 
reading from the report. 

'the game pre erves and sanctuaries herein authorized. In the appropriation .act for the fisca1[ear 1915 :m appropriation of 
, E C. 3. That the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 5,000 was made for the improvement o the "'arne pre ern: 1n ~ ullys 

sary to carry out and administer the provisions of this act, is hereby Hill National Park, N. Dak.. 
appt·opriated. That amendment wa-s put on in the Senate. 

It is something that I think the Agricultural Committee, in- A similar sum was incl11ded in the appropriation act for the pre£? nt 
stead of spending so much money on some bird island in some fisc.nl year It was thought at the time that $10,000 would be suffic1 nt 
Place ought to take up. There are {iozens of items in this bill to provide for the fencing of the preserve and the construction of the 

necessary bu:l.ding-s, corrals, -roads, etc. It was found, howeva·, that calling for more than I ask for, and scarcely any of those items the fencing alone would cost nearly 10,000. The contract has l\een 
nre as important ns this. lf we can preserve the American let for the con..<rtruc.tion of the fence, which will be completed by June 
b. ld b d · h ~r,•ed times more for the American 30, 1916, but no funds are available for making improvements on .ar 

L ·on we wou e omg a UllU..l for stocking the preserve. An item of 5;000 accordingly has been m
people and future generations than we are by preserving some eluded 1n the bill :fot· i:he :fiscal -year 1917 to provide quarter , barns, 
bird sancturu·y out in some ocean. animals, warden service, and maintenance expenses for one year. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the gentleman iknow that the United l\Ir. STAFFORD. That is sufficient information, ltir. Clmir-
Stntes Government ow.ns 12 per ·cent of the American buffalo man, and I withdraw the-point of order. 
and th-at th~ Canadian Government owns 50 per cent of them? Mr. :MANN. l\lr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle-

:Mr. TAYLOR of "Colorado. Our Government ought to own man ..a question. What was the original e timated co t of the 
more than Cannda ·does. ·The western part -of the United States fence·? 
wa the native home of the American bison, and the last wild l\Ir. LEVER. There was no estimate at all on this. The 
buffalo in this country was killed about 20 years ago in one ,of original item was put in the bill in the enate and was held in 
the remote and wild mountainous parts of Co1orado. Colorado conference. Then an iippropriation of $50,000 w.u~ carried in 
"·ns, I believe, their last native -stamping ground. the bill, again put in in the Senate. The d r nrtment says that 

1\h·. YOUNG of North Dakota. It is .a fact that the Canadian $10,000 has been found nece acy for the fence alone. It ~ a 
GoYernruent gets most of their buffalees from Montana, is it not? tract of land of, orne 800 acres, as I recall. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I think that is true. And at -the Mr. MANN. 1\.(y recollection is that it v;·ns stateti at :fir. t 
l':ame time the Canadian Government is breeding up buffalo in that the whole thing would not co t over $10,000. I may l e 
th ·arne manner that the American Government ought to ·breed mistaken about that, but that is my nnpre ion. 
them up and pre erve them. I want sometime to ad<h·ess the Mr. LEVER. I think the gentleman i correct about that. 
House more at length on this subject. The robes of these ani- l\fr. MAl~. I do not know whether the AgricultUJ.·al Depart-
mal· are worth over $100 a_piece, -and the heads .are worth from ment made nn estimate or not. 
$100 to $400 apiece. The females bear a calf every other year. Mr. LEVER. Tbe Senate item wa originally 10,000, anfl it 

l\lr. McLAUGHLIN. Wily provide in the Agri-cultural bill for wa reduced to $5,000 in conference. 
·$100,000 to be expended by the Secretary of the Interior? Why Mr. MANN. It would seem to be more than pas ing strnn~~ 
not by the Secretary of Agriculture? if the Department of Agriculture were not able now, wit.ll the 

l\fr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, that is a mere matter of enlightenment of the present .(lay, to come within 50 per cent of 
detail. I would just as soon the Secretary of Agriculture would the actual -cost of constructing a simple fence. 
-buy them. I do not care anything about that. I am thinking Mr. LEVER. I do not think the Agricultural Departm trt 
.about preserving the American bison. I do not cru.·e who buys bas ever made an e timate on the proposition. 
them. My thought is that they ought to be preserved, and this l\lr. AANN. Very likely. 
bill is the place wh~e Congress ought to consider it. Mr. LEVER. The committee took the matter into it· O\Tn 

Mr. LEVER. The ge~tleman 1n -his amendment is taking it hands and put the sum in. 
aw11y from the Agricultural Department and putting it in.. the l\1r. MANN. That estimate may have been made by a ·d' tin-
Interior Dep!Ol.rtment. guished United States Senator; and if o, I tl1ink that, coming 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The Interior Department has cllarg-e from that som.·ce, they did pretty well. 
of the national parks, generally speaking, and I thought these l\Ir. LEVER. I am inclined to think so . 
.animals., if they were put in these parks, would naturally come The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with-
under his jurisdiction. But I want to preserve the buffalo, nnd drawn. The Cierk will read. 
I do not care who does it. I would be perfectly willing to have The .Clerk read as follows: 
the chairman of !:he Agricultural Committee do the purclms- For in:v.estigating the food habits of North American birds arid mam-
in~ and have full discretion in regard to it. The only q:u.es-- mals ,in relation to a-griculture, horticu1tUTe, and fore try, including 
~ i tt t' t thi experrments and demonstrations in destroying wolves, coyote , prairie -tion is, I think, the ·COmmittee ought to g ve a en wn · o · S doi!B .anu other animals injurious to agr.icultnre and animal husbandrv 

.-m:atter, which .is more important than the matter .of some and 'tor investigations and experiments in connection with rearin~ of 

.insects here we are spending $400 000 on a blue-tailed coddling fur-bearing animals, including mink and marten, $400,5~0 : Provtded1 ' · th' b t b··.w~, ~~1-. f r That of this s.um $15,.000 shall be u ed for the .destruction of grouna moth, where we could preserve e es w.u:uo on e<.U.. UJ. or squirrels on the national forests and other public lands : ..Providel£ fttr-
.$100,000. .I earnestly feel that my amendment ought to be the1·, That of this .sum not more than $5,000 may be used ~ investi"'at-
ada,pt-ed l\fr "Chairman. [Applause.] .ing the disease of wild ducks in the Salt Lake Valley regwn of tHah: 

' • 1\·r., Ch · I k th · t f d th t And ~rov-id.ed- also, That of thi-s sum not less than $125,000 · hall be 
Mr. LEVER. -:-UJ.·. . au·man, .m~ e. e PO~ tO or er ·. a 1 used on the national forests and tp.e. public domain in de. tl·o~in"' 

this amendment lS not m order on this bill nnd lS not n.uthorrzed wolves coyotes, and other animals inJuriOus -to ngrlcu1tU1'e an<l am mal 
b.Y 11ey~ttng law. 

1 
husbay{dry: A ·nd pt·oviaea 1twther aZsoi That .of this s.nm lllot less than 

'Th OHATnu"' 1\.T Does the O'entleman from Colonuio [Mr· $125,000 shall be used on the public and.s, national ·forests, ·an~l else-
e .l..L\.l.l.LO..l.'~· "' ' • where in the Western and Northwestern States for the .protection of 

TAYLOR] ·want to be heard on the point of order? stock and other domestic aniu.>als. through the suppression of rabies hy 
Mr. TAYLOR (}f Colorado. No, sir. I do not care to argue the destruction of wolves, coyotes, and .other predatory wild animals. 

the ·point, if the cllah·man insists upon it, because I presume 1\fr. OOX. 1\1r. Ohai.rman, I reserve a point of order on the 
.thnt po silJ.l.Y it is subject to a poi,nt of order. paragraph. 

The OHA.HlMAN. T>he point of order is sustained. The clerk 1\Ir. LEVER. Mr . .Chairman, I have .::1 eouple of amemlnw·nt 
will read. to offer. 

"M1·. l\IQ:NDELL. Air. -Ghai.rmnn, I move to strike out the last J\Ir. MAl N. Tbe gentleman can not nffer amenllments when 
..,·ord. a point of order i pending. 

1\Ir. LEVER Let the next paragraph .be read. Mr. COX. Am I recognized, 1\fr. Chairman? . . 
The H. IRl\.Li T . The la t word "\Yen:t out on a point of The ..CHA..IRMAN. Tl1e ooentleman from Indwna 1 r 'COri· 

on1 r. 'J.'he Clerk -..yill 1·ead. nize<l. 
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:\Ir. COX. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of i:he 

clulirman to this language : 
Provided further That of this sum not more than $5,000 may be 

used in investigating the disease of wild ducks in ·the Salt Lake Valley 
region of Utah. 

That is a new item, is it not? . 
Mr. LEVER. That item has been in the bill for two years. 
Mr. COX. What on earth can anybody find out about the 

disease of wild ducks? 
Mr. LEVER. I will ask the gentleman from Utah [1\!r. How

ELL], who is more familiar with that subject than I am, to 
answer that question. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I will-say for the information 
of the House that for several years past there has been a very 
destructive disease appearing among the wild ducks in Salt Lake 
Valley. In one year alone it was estimated that over 4,000,000 
wild ducks had died as the result of this disease. Our game 
warden and our gun clubs were batHed in their efforts to deter
mine the cause of the disease. Finally, an appropriation of 
$5,000 was obtained, and the work of investigation was under
taken by the Biological Survey. 'Representatives of the depart
ment were sent out, and for two seasons they have been investi
gating the cause of this mysterious disease which has wrought 
so much havoc among the ducks in the Salt Lake Valley. 

Mr. COX. What have they found out? 
Mr. HOWELL. They have not yet determined positively as to 

the cau~e, but their investigations ·lead them to the conclusion 
that it is not a disease, but that it results from alkali poisoning, 
and the remedy for it is an abundant supply of fresh water for 
the ducks. 

l\lr. COX. 'Vhere do they get the alkali? Is the alkali in 
the water? 

Mr. HOWELL. Oh, yes. The main cause of the trouble has 
been the alkaline pools of water along the shores of the lake. 

Mr. COX. Ha\e they brough.t to that section of the counb;y 
:my remedy at all for the destruction of the wild ducks? 

Mr. HOWELL. As I said, the results of the investigation 
have shmvn that where ·the ducks can be placed on fresh ·water 
they rapidly recover from the effects of ·this alkaline l)Oisoning. 
I will say to -the gentleman, further, that it is a very interesting 
fact that the investigation of duck in Salt Lake means, in 
effect, an investigation of the ducks of a vast region of country 
which oR ·emble at Salt Lake. 

1\!r. COX. Suppose they do finally determine that the disease 
is due to the alkaline -poisoning. That will not do any good un

·less you change the ducks to some other place, will it? 
Mr. HOWELL. Let me finish the statement. The ducks 

that gather in Salt V:tke Valley are found by actual experi
ment to have a region of flight extending to southern Cali
fornia, Oklahoma, and all of the surrounding States and Terri
tories. The Great Salt Lake is the gathering place or ren
dezvous of the wild ducks of that great intermountain country 
nnd as .far south as southern California and Oklahoma. 

The Bureau of Biological Survey have also been investigating 
the effect of lead poisoning upon ducks. It has been ascer
tained that upon the hunting grounds that ducks frequently 
die from the effects of ab ·orbing the leaden pellets left on the 
hunting grounds from the ammunition fired at them by sports
men. Ten pellets of No. 6 shot will can. e the death of a 
1\fallanl duck. They are trying to find a remedy to relieve ·the 
poisoning resulting from this cause. 

1\lr. COX. That is tWo di eases, then, that they have prob
ably discovered. 'Vhat are they going ·to do with the ducks 
after they ha\e discovered them and have- announced the fact 
of these two disea es? 

Mr. HO,VELL. The department has already done a great 
deal of good through these iuve tigations, and a great improve
ment in the situation has b~en effected. 

Mr. COX. Has it prolonged the life of any of the ducks or 
saved auy additional ducks? 

Mr. HOWELL. The department has harl ·the ·hearty coopera
·tion of sportsmen's clubs, whereby artificial ponds of fresh 
water lmve been made in proximity to the alkaline waters, 
and in that way the disease has been very materially checkeil. 
and the grent loss of wild fowl materially diminished in that 

.region. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tile time of the gentleman from :Utah has 

xpired. 
l\Ir. MANN. I ask that the gentlemtm have more time if he 

wishes it. 
The CHAIRM.AJ.'l'. ·If tllere be no objection, the gentleman's · 

time will be extended fi\e minutes. 
Mr. HOWELL. I do not think there is any a-ppropriation 00: 

$'5,000 in :this bill that will be productive of greater benefit to 
the wild fowl than this appropriation. As I ha\e said before, 

the Salt .Lake Valley is a rendezvous of the wild fowl from all 
the intermountain country, and as far as California and Okla
homa. They assemble there in the fall by the million. Any 
steps that will protect wild fowl is of prime public importance. 
If it can be done to a very limited extent by the expenditure of 
a paltry $5,000, it would be foolish economy to withhold it. 

Mr. COX. Will i:he gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HOWELL. Yes. 
Mr. COX. No doubt the gentleman has taken this matter 

up thoroughly with the department. Did the department give 
him. any assurance whatever that it would ever be able to deter
mine just the cause of this disease of the wild duck, and the 
remedy that will really help the people by keeping the wild 
ducks alive? 

Mr. HOWELL. I think the department has already about 
reached the conclusion that so far as ·this malady that has ap
peared in the Salt Lake Valley is coneerned, it is the result of 
alkali poisoning, and about the only remedy necessary is an 
abundance of fresh water. Wb.en the ducks are taken from 
these alkaline ponds and placed in fresh-water -ponds tlley 
recover very rapidly. 

Mr. COX. There will be no necessity for continuing this 
appropriation next year, "Will there? 

Mr. HO\VELL. I hardly think so. The depnrtment would 
like to continue the experiment another year. That is the 

·statement made; but all their investigations lead them to tlre 
conclusion that the main remedy for this -particular disease is 
an abundance uf fresh water. When ·the ducks are taken from 
the alkaline waters and _given access to fresh water, they 
rapidly improve and .get well ; but the department wishes to 
investigate this subject .of lead ,poisoning, which they have 
found to exist quite widely in the ducks on sporting grounds. 

'lUr. MANN. What does the gentleman propose to do with 
his point of order? 

Mr. COX. I withdraw the point of order. 
1\lr. BOOHER. I renew the point of order on the last para

graph, and proviso on page 56, which reads as follows = 

Provided turthe1· also. That of this sum not less than $125,000 shall 
be used on the public ·lands, national forests, and elsewhere in the 
Western and Northwestern States for the protection of stock and 
other domestic animals through the !,':Oppression o1 rabies by the de· 
struction ~r wolves, coyotef:, and other predatory wtld auimals. 

The CHAillMAN. The point of order is reserved on the 
proviso. _ 

1\lr. BOOHER. I want to get ·some information from the 
chairman of the committee. I would like to ask how it is in
tended to use this $125,000 for the destruction of wolves, coyotes, 
and ·SO forth? 

Mr. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri that 
the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. TIA WLEY] has handled this 
particular matter in the bill, and I will ask him to explain it. 

1\lr. BOOHER. This pFoviso proposes to appropriate $125,000 
for the suppression of rabies by the destruction of wolves, coy
otes, and other predatory wild animals. Is it proposed to hire 
hunters to destroy these animals, or what? 

l\lr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to make a pre
liminary statement? 

Mr. BOOHER. Yes. 
1\Ir. HAWLEY. Rabies apfleared in the . ·outhern part of the 

State of Wm;hington about three years ago and spread 'Very 
I'apidly from there through eastern Oregon into northern Cali
fornia, into Nevada and Idaho, and over onto the oorders of 
Utah in the last year. Tbe coyotes bite one another and spread 
the disease. They bite other wild animals, dogs, cows, sheep, 
and hors·es, and thus spread the disease among nomestic animals. 
Thirty-five persons have had to take the Pasteur h·eatment at 
the University of Nevada, and I understand that some 12 per
sons, ·who came from eastern Oregon, and some others from other 
parts of that section had to tal\:e 'the same treabnent. Now 
we propo~e to destroy the coyotes by systematic extermination
by hunting, h·apping, poisoning, or in any other way in which 
they can kill them. 

l\Ir. BOOHER. Do the department expect to nse the people 
now engaged in the Forest Service as guards nu<l supervisors to 
do this work? 

Mr. ·HAWLEY. They have armed a number of these fot·est 
rangers ·and supervisors, and they have employed n. few ~xpe-
-rienced h·appers. • 

Mr. BOOHER. I see by the bill that we ·have 168 forest su
pervisors, 82 deputy supervisors, 240 ·raugets, and 80 gun nls. 
Now, ar~ all those men armed when they are ont npon their 
work? 

Mr. ·HAWLEY. I ·think all .of them in the regions where 
there are predatory animals carry guns. ' Thnt may not ·be so 
in every case; but, peaking genernny, I think it is. 
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~Ir. BOOHER. Does the State of Ne\ada appropriate any 
money to pay n bounty for the destruction of the animals 1 

Mr. HA. 'VLEY. I understand the State of Nevada has ap
propriated $100,000, the Wool Growers' As~ociatlon hns appro
priated $10,000, the other States will also make appropriations, 
and other stock growers will also supply sums of money and 
arm their own men with the idea of aiding in the extermination 
of the~e animals. 

Mr. BOOHER. Is there any bounty paid by your State for 
the scalps of these animals? 

l\Ir. HA. WLEY. Yes; we pay some bounty. 
Mr. BOOHER. How much is the bounty for a coyote scalp? 
l\Ir. HAWLEY. I can not tell the gentleman. The legisla4 

ture appropriates a fiat sum to !Je expended in bounties, but I 
do not recall how much the bounty is. 

Me. Sl\1ITII of Idaho. In the State of Idaho we pay $2.50 
for each coyote head that is brought into the county sent, and 
I ha1e a telegram here fl'om the governor, that came yesterday, 
in which he states that Idaho paid out $60,000 last year in co
operation with the Federal Go1ernment toward the extermina
tion of these rabid animals. 

The telegram is as follows : 

larger portion of the country infested, and Congress should lleltl 
to protect the lives and property of the people who are encleavor4 

ing to settle up the West and make its resources :n·ailable to 
those Jiving in the more thickly populated sections of the 
country. 

Mr. BOOHER Mr. Chairman, I withdmw the point of 
order. 

Ml·. STAFFORD. I renew the point of order. I would like to 
inquire what is .the necessity of providing separately $123,000 
~or the s~ppresswn of rabies when we are carrying in a prior 
1tem $l2o,OOO for the desh·uction of these \Cry same animals 
on the national forest and public domain? Why not increase 
the appropriation that has been carried, as it is one that '"e 
nll are interested-in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the gentleman "·ill yicltl, I think the 
division of the item arose in this way: The first provi o, on the 
bottom of .page 55, was put in the bill in the Senate last year, 
and certam methods will be used by the department in the 
expenditure of that money. The last proviso is new in the 
bill this year, tile situation having become acute, and the de
partment may want to use a somewhat different method or 
process of eliminating the animals having rabies than they would 

BOISEJ ID.1HO, ApriZ 19, 1916. USe uncle th }" · "'h t is th h" t f } Hon. A.DDrsoN T. SMITH, r e prece( mg pronso. ..1. a - c 1s ory o t 1ese _ 
llouse of Reprcsentatit:esJ Washington: items. 

Idaho paid bounty on predatory animals from l\Iarch 10 to January 1, Mr. LEVER. I think there is another GXJ.)lnnution. If the 
S47,222.u0. Claims accumulated since January 1 but not yet adjusted gentleman will turn to page 55, line 23, he will sec $125,000 
amount to about $15,000, making over $62,000 for 12 months. Levy on h ll b ,, th 
all stock animals produces approximately $30,000 revenue ann. ually for S a e useu on e nationn.l forest and public domain. Then 
payment of bountie. , and direct appropriations from general fund of on page G6, lines 1 and 2, the provision is that it shall be usetl 
::;25,000 annually produces annual bounty revenue exceeding $5u,OOO. on the public lands of national forest • and elsewhere in the 

M . A.LEXAXDEnJ Go1:ernot·. \Vestern and Northwestern States. 
1\Jr. BOOHER. Then the State is doing all it possibly can? Mr. STAFFORD. :My point is thi ·, whether under the nu-
l\11•. S:lliTH of Idaho. Ye . I think every State is doing thorlzation carried in the first proviso authorizing the destruc

that, and the Stock Growers' Association are contributing money tion of wolves, coyotes, and other animals injurious to animal 
for the same pw·pose. husbandry the department has the authority to destroy these 

Mr. BOOHER. Is this appropriation intended to be ex- animals when they are infected with rabies on private laud. 
pende<l in killing- these animals in forest reserves or outside of 1\fr. LEVER. Undoubtedly. 
them? Mr. MA1\"N. They could go to New York City nnd do it. 

l\fr. Sl\liTH of Idaho. In the forest reseryes and on the Mr. STAFFORD. Why do you make an appropriation of 
public lands. $125,000 in two places, imply changing the phraseology as far 

l\lr. HAWLEY. The intention is to exterminate the animals. as other private lands are concerned? Is it the purpose to pur
The coyote· and wol'res that haYe rabies are a menace to the sue these coyotes and wolyes on private land? 
people of that large area, and to the horNes, sheep, and cattle, . l\fr. LEVER. My understanding of the situation is thi : 
particularly to sheep and cattle, and large numbers have beeu Under the first proviso the operations of the Department of Agri4 

desh·oyed tilrough them. It is proposed to kill these coyotes culture will be confined to public lands and national forests, but 
and wolves on the forest reserves, on the public lands, and else- the national forests are harboring places and breeding places for 
where, wherever they can be found. these animals of all desqiptions. In the northwest country 

Mr. BOOHER. The money carried in this appropt·iation would they have had recently an outbreak of hydrophobia among thu 
be ex11ended on GoYernment lands, would it? ~nimals, which has caused a great deal of damage, antl, as my 

1\Ir. HA,VLEY. Not neces nrily. It says "aml else\vhere" friend from Oregon has said, 40 or 50 people have been bitten by 
in line 2. these mad animals. So the committee felt that inasmuch as the 

The CHAIRl\I.AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. national forests, as a public domain, was the harboring place and 
Mr. BOOHER. I withdraw the point of order. the breeding place, that we ought to broaden the authority nnd 
M:r. S1IITH of Idaho. l\1r. Chairman, in view of the o-reat say that if a hunter found one of these animals just beyond the 

sums of money appropriated in this bill for the eradicati;n of confines of the forest land he would have the right to kill him. 
insect pests, fruit diseases the brown-tail moth boll weevil :Mr. H ~ WLEY. There is another explanation, if the ge~tle· 
gypsy moth, wheat rust, and so forth, amounting t~ several mil~ man will yield. The fir t $123,000, at the bottom of page 55, 
lion· of dollars, all of which pertains to land in private owner· can be spent anywhere in the national forests from the Canadian 
ship, it comes with poor grace for Members of this House from boundary south-ali over that nrea. The second $125,000 . in 
eastern di tricts to oppose this appropriation for destro;ring the provis~, at the top of page 56, is limited to that portion 
these rabid animals on the public lands. of the public land and forest and other lands where the animnLc:; 

Not only is the presence of these animals destructive of do- are affected with rabie . It is intended to clean them out and 
mestic animals, but lmman beings are in constant danger of then drop this approprintio~. 
being attacked by them. Theil· bite is so venomous that animals The CHAillM~~. The ttme of the gentleman from Wiscon-
attacked communicate the djsease to other animals, arid human in has expired. 
beings attacked invariably succumb unless the Pasteur treat- Mr. STAFFORD. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
ment can !Je applied immediately. to proceed for fh·e minutes longer. . 

The prevalence of this disease among wild and domestic ani· The CHA.IRl\IAN. The gentleman from " risconsin asks unani-
mals throughout the cenh·al portion of the intermountain conn· mous consent to proceed for fiye minutes more. Is there objec4 

try calls for tile m.ost active cooperation on tile part of the Fed4 tion? 
eral Goyernment w·ith the States, counties, and the various There was no objection. 
liYe-stock organizations if it is to be eliminatetl. I ha.Ye numer- l\Ir. STAFFORD. Is there any other part of the country than 
ou clippings from newspapers in southern Idaho containing the Western and Northwestern States where this appropriation 
accounts of the damage which is beino- t1one by rabid animals could be utilized? 
aml the effort that is being made to eradlcatc them, which I will Mr. HAWLEY. It applies to all the national forests in which 
not take time to read, but which shO\Y a most deplorable situa- there are predatory wild animals that prey on domestic animals. 
tion. Dogs, cats, hogs, cattle, and hor. es, made insane by rabies, JUr. STAFFORD. What other part of the United States ex· 
their " ·hole nature changed, are intent on biting any object cept in the northwestern country could the appropriation be 
within their reach. used for the purposes stated? 

The coyote, naturally a timid creature, avoiding a lmman 1\Ir. LEVER. There are large areas in the Northwest that arc 
being, bcc'Omes ferocious and fearless when suffering fl'Om rabies, not in the public domain or the national fore t ·. In the gen
:md the cow, naturally tame and gentle, is transformed into a tleman's State, I take it, there is much land which is neitllet· 
most dangerous lJeast, with the characteristics of a tiger. The public land or forest land. · Tllis proviso confines the opera
m·g·ent nece ·sity of making the appropriation must lJe evident to tions used to public land and else\Yllcre in the '\e. t and North
any unprejudiced person. The Federal Government owns the west. 

\ 
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Mr. STAFFORD. l\1y point is whether or not you are appro

priatiug $125,000 for the purpose of eradicating animals on pri
vate lands and not on the national domain. 

1\Ir. LEVER. We are doing both. As far as possible, we are 
providing for the destruction of animals in the national forests 
and on the public domain, and at the same time to destroy them 
on private lands; and I think rightfully so, because the infor
mation of the committee is that the national forests and the 
public domain are constant breeding places and harboring places 
for these predatory animals; and if so, it seems to me that there 
is the duty on the part of the Federal Government to help eradi
cate the animals although they are now on private land. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Let me ask this question: If the National 
Government appropriates funds for the eradication of these ani
mals in the national forests and on the public domain. is it not 
doing its fun duty, and why should we take upon ourRelves the 
work of the States by eradicating these animals upon private 
lands? 

l\fr. LEVER. The ·gentleman will note that in reference to 
the appropriation for the elimination of the ground squirrel, 
which carries the flea whose bite gives the bubonic plague, we 
provide for the eradication of the squirrel not only in the na
tional forests and on the public domain, but on the territory sur
rounding, because '~e have felt that inasmuch as the national 
forest-:> become the breeding place and the harboring place from 
which they go onto private property there was a duty incumbent 
on the Federal Government to help destroy them. The gentle
man understands that the deficiency bill carries an item of 
$75,000 for that purpose. 

l\lr. STAFFORD. I am aware of that. 
l\1r. LEVER And the increase of $125,000 comes to the com

mittee as a supplementary estimate in the regular way from 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\..fr. STAFFORD. Yes. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I would like to say that in the 

first place there are no predatory wild animals bred on private 
l~d. It is the forest reserves that are the breeding places, and 
that is where they come from. They swoop down on the lower 
valley in great herds. 

l\1r. STAFFORD. Why should not the Government eradicate 
them in the national forests, and in doing that would it not be 
doing its whole work? 

l\1r. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes; but they come down from 
the forest reserves onto the private lands. The farmer can ex
terminate all of the squirrels on his farm but not upon the sur
rounding public domain, and it is the squirrels that come from 
the public domain that go in and destroy the crop, and they feel 
the Government ought to join with them in helping exterminate 
them. In western Colorado they are paying as high as $100 
a,Piece for scalps of gray wolves and $20 apiece for coyotes. 

l\Ir. l\.IA.NN. Would it not be better for us to kill the squirrels 
on the public domain first, if that is where they come from? 

l\1r. TAYLOR of Colorado. That is true. 
l\fr. MANN. But that is not what they intend to do. 
l\.Ir. STAFFORD. That is what I have in min:1, whether it 

should ·not be our duty to exterminate them completely, provide 
ample funds for their extermination in the national forests and 
on the public domain. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from WISconsin 

has expired. · 
. Mr. HAWLEY. l\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman from Wisconsin 

[l\fr. STAFFoRD] has analyzed the situation very well, as is usual 
with him. The first proviso, containing the appropriation for 
the destruction of predatory animals, found on the bQttom of 
page 55, applies to all of the forest regions, containing 167,000.000 
acres of national forests, and probably as much or more of public 
lands. It is proposed to make a systematic warfare on the wild 
animals that are breeding in those forests and on the public 
lands and to desh·oy them. In order to meet an emergency 
situation and to do intensive work on that portion of the lands 
infested with mad animals, in addition to the other work, it is 
necessary to have this second appropriation if we are going to 
do it while it can be done. If the animals are allowed to roam 
at large and bite large numbers of other animals, the area in
fested by the animals subject to rabies will very largely increase 
and thousands and tens of thousands of dollars' worth of stock 
will be desh·oyed. And so the second proviso, on the top of 
page 56, for an appropriation for this kind of work was inserted. 
The work will be confined to these particular localities-southern 
Washington, eastern Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, and the border of 
Utah-with tbe idea that surrounding this area and worldng in 
towurll the center an<l -cleaning up all of the animals infected 
with rnbie~ we will not only kill the predatory animals that 

deRtroy the flocks, but destroy the animals that spread the dis
ease, endangering human life. 

In eastern Oregon, as reported in the press, a mad coyote 
chased a man in an automobile for a considerable distance, and 
he was fortunate- when it approarhed the automobile to have a 
gun or a revolver with which to kill the animal. A rough and 
stPep road favored the approach of the animal. They are in 
constant danger in that section from these animals that come 
into the towns and attack domestic animals tied in the stalls. 
The mad animals are absolutely without fear, without the nat
ural instincts of self-preservation. There are a great many of 
them. This second appropriation applies only to a. very -small 
portion of the entire domain and in order to clear it up. Since 
the animals make no distinction between private and public 
lands it was necessary to add the words " and elsewhere," so 
that the bunters and trappers can follow an animal when on the 
trail of one through a forest or public land or onto private land 
until they could kill him. They will be authorized to put their 
traps anywhere, otherwise it might have been consh·ued that 
they would have to keep off the private lands, and their activi
ties would thereby be diminished and curtailed. 

l\fr. MADDEN. How long have we been carrying an appro
priation for this character of work? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The appropriation for the destruction of 
predatory animals was put on the bill in the Senate last year. 
The second proviso is new in this bill. 

l\Ir. l\1ADDEN. If all of this that the gentleman has been 
describing is happening and has betn happening for a number 
of years, why is it that it was never discovered until now? What 
makes it important now as compared with the years that have 
gone by? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The rabies situation. 
Mr. MADDEN. The whole situation? 
l\1r. HAWLEY. We have been endeavoring to cope with the 

situatiob ourselves, and we have appropriated in the West a 
great deal of money. This has been done by the individual 
growers of sto<'k and the associations of growers of Rtock and 
by the States and ~ounties, but the forests and the public lands, 
as has been stated, are the breeding places of these _animals. 

Mr. MADDEN. There were more wild animals years ago 
than there are now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; there were more many year:;; ago than 
there are now. Then they were largely desh·oyed, and then 
with the creation of the forests-

Mr. MADDEN. Who destroyed them? 
Mr. HAWLEY. The hunters. 
Mr. MADDEN. The Government did not? 
Mr. HAWLEY. No. 
l\1r. MADDEN. Why is it the Government is called upon to 

do the very thing that the people in the States ought to do ? 
In every conceivable activity in which the States ought to 
indulge, for thE: promotion of their own interest, wherever a way 
can be found to take money out of the Public Treasury for that 
purpose it is done, and new discoveries are made every year and 
every day. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. But when the people are paying 
as high as $100 for gray wolves and $2.0 for coyotes, does the 
gentleman not think that the State is doing very well, when 
these things are bred in the forest reserves? 

Mr. 1\f..A.i>DEN. The forest re erves have always been there, 
and they will continue to be there, and it is only another way of 
getting money out of the Public Treasury. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman may be assured that if the 
national forests and the public. lands can be rid of these wild 
animals we will be very glad to drop the appropriation from 
the bill. 

Mr. MADDEN. But did the gentleman ever hear of a case 
where an appropriation was dropped after it was once started? 

The CHAIRJ.\1AN. The time of the gentleman from Oregon 
bas e.."'rpired. 

Mr. 1\'lADDEN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that debate-
1\fr. MADDEN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I make the point of order 

against the amendment. 
Mr. RAKER. Will not the gentleman at least--
Mr. LEVER. There is no use in reserving the point of order 

if it is going to be made. 
1\fr. MONDELL. l\fr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquii·y. 
The CHATRM:A.N. The gentleman will state it. 
1\Ir. MONDELL. I understand the gentleman from illinois 

made the point of order against the entir:e paragraph. 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
l\fr. MONDELL. Then, Mr. Cliail·man, I make . the point of 

orde1' that that comes too late. 
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l\l1·. LEVER l\fr. Clluirmnn, I make the same point of order: 
The point of order was reserved against the last proviso. 

'l'hc CHAIRl\lAlY The point of order was reser\ed agaiust 
:lllotller proviso and then withdrawn, and the Chair's recollcc-· 
tion is that tlle only point of order resened is against the lnst 
provi~o in the bill. 

l\Ir. MADDEN. All this discus ion that has been going on 
was with the understanding that the point of order was pend-
ing. · 

The CHAIRl\IAN. Against a certain proviso. 
1\lr. ::.\IL\DDEN. Then I make the point of order against the 

pn.rng~·npll to which it was pending. 
The CHAIRMA..l~. The gentleman makes the point of order 

against the last proviso. 
l\lr. RAKER. l\1r. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
'l,he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
l\lr. RA.KEll. Would not the gentleman from Illinois per

mit ns who are somewhat interested and have some personal 
knowledge of these conditions--

The CHAIRl\lA.N. Thnt is not a parliamentary inquiry. 
l\lr. RAKER. Before the Chair rules, I ask unanimous con·· 

sent tllat I may proceed for five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Wl1en a point of order is made there is 

nothing else for the Chair to do except rule. 
l\lr. 1\lADDEN. If those gentleman wl10 are interested in 

this proviso wish to be heard upon it, I do not ·want to cut them 
ofE, so I will reserYe the point of order. 

1\lr. LEVER Just one minute. I know the gentleman from 
IllinoL'i· so well that when he makes up his mind he makes it up 
to stay and he is going to make this point of order, no matter 
what may be said, and he has heard the discussion--

1\lr. l\IADDEN. I intend to make it. 
1\Ir. LEVER. Then it is an utter waste of time for the com

mittee to continue the discussion of it. Now, if the gentleman 
will permit us to proceed and let the Chair rule on this, I will 
offer an amendment here which may be in order, I am not sure. 

l\Ir. RAKER I understoou the gentleman from Illinois to re-
sen·e the point of order. · 

l\Ir. COX. 1\lr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 
The CHAIRMA.J.~. The regulm· order is to pa...:s on the point 

of onler raised hy the gentleman from Illinois. The point of 
"Order is sustained. 

1\lr. LEVER. 1\ir. Chairman, I offer this amendment, tlle same 
language in the bill at the same point in the bill, if the Clerk 
can follow me. · 

After the word "fo1·ests," in line 2, page tl6, strike out tlle 
words "nnd elsewhere," so that the language will read: 

That of this sum not less than $125,000 shall be used on the lands

And t11e ''"or<l " and " ought to be in there-
and national forests in the Wester·n anu Northwestern States

And so forth. 
Mr. l\1A.DDEN. :i.\Ir. Chainnan, I mnke the point of order 

against the amendment. 
The CH.~.IRMA.N. The Clerk will first report the amendment. 

· The Clerk read as follows: 
Page G5, at the end of line 25, insert the following: 
"And tJror1ded turtlle·l' als-o, That of this sum not less than $125 000 

shall l.Je used on the public Janus and national forests in the Western 
and Northwestern States for the protection of stock and other domestic 
animals through the suppression of. rabies by the destruction of wolves, 
coyotes, and other predatory wild 3.Ilimr.ls." . 

. l\lr. MADDEN. 1\lr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
agninst the amendment. 

Mr. LEVEll. I would ask the Chair to rule. I clo not care to 
be beard. · 

The CHA,IU:llA . .N. The Chair would like to know the reasons 
on which the ~entleman from Illinois bases his point of order. 

Mr. :r.IADD&~. Why, M1._ Chairman, there is no . authority of 
law for any such provision in the bill, and the expenditure of 
this money is just another addition to the taxation upon an 
already oYerburdened people. 

1\'Ir. LEVER That lost statement is not in response to the 
Chair's reque tin reference to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. LEVER. Then, 1\lr. Chairman, I offer the following 

ameudment. 
· l\Ir. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit, if 

he is going to offer another amendment I was going to ask him 
whether he would not be willing to increase the amount in one 
of the other items? 

l\1r. LEVER. I am going to do that. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to amend, on pnge 55. line 23, by stl~iking out "$125,000" and 
inserting in lieu thereof" $250 ooo.:· 

The HAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follmv : 
Page uu, line 23, strike out " $1:.!5,01)0" and insert " $~GO,OOO." 

Mr. LEVER 1\lr. Cllairruan, I :1 ·k unnnimons con~ent 01nt 
all debate on this paragraph and a11 amenc1meuts thereto llnll 
close- . 

l\Ir. l\lONDELL. I desire to offer an amentlmcnt--
1\Ir. LEVER. In 4:3 minutes. That is a long tim~. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolinn n:-;l;:s 

unanimou consent that all <lel>nte on tltis pamgrnpll nutl all 
amendments thereto close in 45 minute ·. Is there objection? 
(After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
. 1\Ir. ROBER'l'S of Nevada. 1\Ir. Chairman, I will he wry 

brief. I want to state earnestly and emphatically to this House 
that the people of the district I represent are very mueh in
terested in this subject. We do not care in "·llat form you :;h·e 
us the money, whether in two separnte He.J.us or in one. ':Yc 
want the appropriation because v .. -e need it. Up to date in ruv 
State 57 people have been trented at the State uni\·ersity fovr 
rabies occasioned primarily by coyote bite.·. That is to say 
nothing of thousands of li\·e stock that haYe been.bitten nnd hnn~ 
died. The counties and tlle State aud the different live-stoc.k 
associations ha-ve spent a Yast Hmount of money, and they are 
continuing to spend tt for the erndlcntion of that <lrenu <li case. 
It is becoming nlarming. From the Idaho line to the Colom<lo 
Rh·er it is dangerous for a man, womnu, or chill1 to go out in 
these desert waste unprotected. In that State there are some 
70,000,000 acres of land. They talk about pTlvaLe ownership. 
Fifty-six million acres of thnt 70,000 000 acre· are in public 
ownership to-day, and, of course, thnt does not include the lnntl 
that is in the fore t reserves. Those reserves are the brec<liug 
places of the coyote. 

I will admit the coyote is not very popular in the We~ t. 
Even 1\lark Twain in his time said of him that he was so long, 
lean, lnnk, and lmngt·y that eyen a flea would de. ert him fot· 
a velocipede. He got along Yery lfell though until the tame 
dogs listened to the call of the \\ild aud became associated with 
him and gaYe him the rabies. And. now he is sprendiug tlle 
rabies eyery"·here. Even the badger." sh-unks, nnd '"ll(lcnt~ 
haYe it.- I received a paper just now while on the floor of this 
House giving an account" of the death of a man who wns l>ittcu 
by a rabitl coyote. 

1\fr. SHALLE.:.. .BERGER. Will the gentleman yieltl? 
l\lr. ROBERTS of Neya<Jn. Certainly. 
1\Ir. SHALLBN'BERGER Is the rabies sure death to the 

coyote? 
Mr. ROBERTS of Ne\alla. It is, undoubtedly. 
l\fr. SH...U.LENBERGER Will not the <.lisea ·c itself rC'sult 

in the eradication of the coyote more rapidly than by the 
hunter himself? 

1\lr. ROBERTS of Nevada. No. It is resulting in the death 
of others than the coyote. It is a serious matter. 

Mr. SHALLE~"'BERGER. Do I understand you to inform us 
that these persons have died from rabies contracted .from the 
coyote himself? 

l\ir. ROBERTS of Nevada. From the coyote himself. This 
paper was just brought to me in the IIouse. It is the Elko 
Independent, which states that an Elko man had died from 
hydrophobia, cnused by being bitten by a rabid coyote while 
sleeping in the sagebrush. Another paper tells of a chilu that 
died a short time ago from hydrophobia. Every paper records 
some new attack. In one of the school districts of my State they 
had to close the school. Congressman SrN'NOTT, of Oregon, 
whose district lies adjacent to mine, stated to me not long ago 
tlmt some of the schools in his district \vere obliged to close. 
It bas been going on for some time, perhaps a year. I haYe not 
exaggerated the condition at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. ROBERTS of Nevada. Yes. 
Mr. Sl\HTH of Texas. In reference to the condition tbc 

gentleman is describing about the spread of rabie.:, does the 
gentleman think this appropriation should be confined to the 
public re~erves and the public domain? Would it not be better 
to apply it to all areas where these coyotes live? 

l\Ir. ROBERTS of -Nevada. That was one reason I wnnte<l the 
gentleman from Illinois [1\ir. I\IADDE~] not to make the point 
of order that he raised. I believe that these coyote hunters 
should be employed to destroy coyotes anywhere they are found, 
whether en the public domnin or on private ranges or ranches. 

Much of the privately owned land in the State of Nevada i. 
unfenced. I trust the additional $125,000 will uot he stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from NeY~H1a 
has expired. 

1\Ir. 1\I.ADDE.N. I nsk unanimous con. en t thnt the gentlemnn 
be given one minute more. 

\ 
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Tile CHAlll}.I.-\.N. The committee has already fixc<l the time 

:for (](:'l.>nte. 
l\lr. UAKER. l\Ir. Chairman anti gentlemen of the committee, 

tl1is disease has existed but a short time in the 'Vest. It com-, 
menced nbol.1t n year and a half ago in Oregon, at which time 
people died, schools were closeU, and thousands and-tens of thou
sand of sheep died from being bitten by coyotes ; a1so cattle and 
horses ha"Ve died. It extended to Ne\ada and California, until 
la t fall, from my own personal obserTation these animals in
fected with thi. di ·case entered my own town. l\len from there 
were sent to the Berkeley Pasteur Institute for treatment. Tens 
of thousands of dollars' worth of property, not only on the 
forest reserves, on the public land, but in private ownership, 
ha,·e been destroyed by \irtne of this disease. The towns Iiave 
been hampered in dealing one with the other. Schools in Cali
forula and Nevada ha\e been closeu by virtue of it. ~eYada anu 
California, where the disease is preYalent, anu in Oregon they 
raise(l a fund of money for the purpose of offering a reward for 
these coyotes, anu they were killed off by the thousands ; anu 
the disease is being eradicated as fast as it possibly can be by 
virtue of the assistance of the States and counties. The State 
of California, with its public-health service, has spent e\ery 
dollar, practically, that has been appropriated for other health 
purposes to protect the health of its citizens. The stockmen 
and farmers, not only in the State of California but in Nevada, 
and in Utah and in Oregon, are sp€'nc1ing.money for this purpose. 
We lm\e large areas of public land upon which these animals 
breed. nn<l when they are grown they may go a hundred miles 
in a clay, and there is no telling where you can find them. And 
it is such a menace that no man who has not been in the midst 
of it can tell what it means. 

Yon can defend yourself against a robber ; you can defend 
your. ·elf against a bear; you can defend yourself against a roar
ing lion or a tiger ; but you can not defend yourself against a 
rabi<l coyote, for whenever the slime from the teeth strikes auy 
part of your body, death, worse than any other that can come 
uptm a human being-death from hydrophobia-follows on the 
bite of these aninmls. Three men of my town--one a banker and 
one a merchant and another a stockman-"·ere afflicted with this 
disease. One of them had a cow that was bitten by a coyote, 
and in removing the heau of the cow to send away for examina
tion, t11ey got ·ome of the saliva from the cow's mouth, and they 
had to go to Berkeley to take the Pasteur treatment or they 
would have been in their graves to-day. · 

This is not a matter affecting only one community. It sweeps 
oYct· that entire region of territory. We appeal to you, gen
tlemen of the House, as the committee, listening to the experts 
from the department, ha\e appro\ed this amount in the bill, 
to retain the amount that is herein recommended. 'Ye trust and 
hope that in the interest of human life, in the interest of the 
protection of property of those people in the ·western States, 
you may see ~-our way clear, after you have allowed upon this 
aptwopi'iation bill these items for protection against all kinds 
of insects, many of which do not affect human life-we appeal 
to :rou to help us fight a disease tlrat can be carrieu by one 
coyote to the dog, to the cat, anu other animals. The life of the 
wife nnu the child are in danger. E>en the schools, where the 
clrilllren are gathered, are and have been in great danger. [Ap
plause.] 

The CHAilti\1.'\..Y. ~'be time of the gentleman from California 
has expired. 

l\Ir. WALSH. l\Ir. Chairman, I have listened with cousiuer
ablc horror to the harrowing description of the terrible and 
frightful conditions that exist throughout some of the Western 
States as ju. t related by the gentleman from California [Mr. 
RAI;;:rm], the last speaker. 

This appropriation of a quarter of a million of dollars is a 
considerable arnonnt of money to be expenued in the destruction 
of 'villi animals, and from rending the report of the hearing 
before the Committee on Agriculture, I lrave grave doubts 
whether it is being expended wisely or well. I notice they pay 
the hunters $75 a month, and if a hunter has an outfit he is 
allowed $10 a month for that, and if he has a couple of horses 
he is allowed $15 each per month for them, making in all $115 
a month for one hunter with an outfit and two horses. 

1\fr. l\.IADDEX ~lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Il'. 'v ALSll. Yes. 

[r. '.r,.f.ADPEX And, of course, the more of these men there 
are to be appointed, the more patronage the gentlemen will have 
in their districts? 

Mr. WALSH. I assume that llllly follow, possibly, and with
out d>il- ·er\ice examinations. One of these hunters, Mr. Clrair
man, killed one <.:oyotc wllile lle w 'as employed.-quite an ex
pensi\·e animnl. Ano!lwr killeti 37 coyotes and 13 bobcats in a 
mon t lt-GO ani mn Is f(H" :t:113-and the carnage still continues. 

i\Jr. HOWELL. 1\lr. Chairman, will the gentl man ~·ield there ? 
The CHAnnL'\.N. Does the gentl('man from Mn~·saehusctts 

3·ield to the> gentleman from Utah? 
. 1\Ir. WALSH. I <lo not yield at this time. Furthermore, I 

find tlwt one of the Members of this Hou ·e related his experience 
to the committee in eradicating the coyote from a range of 
20,000 acres in a manner which seemed to be not only perfectly 
satisfactory but economical as well, perhaps too economically 
for the western Members. That. was by the use of hounds. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STEELE] had a number of 
hounds on his ranch wlrich killed several coyotes, 1G or 20, and 
he tlrereafter found out where their breeding place wns, and 
hunted them out and dug them up and exterminate(! them, 
and he said there were no coyotes within 10 miles of that 
ranch afterwards. I find upon reading the hearings that some 
other members of the committee also recommended thnt honnd::; 
are successful in eradicating the coyote. It is but fair to say, 
however, that the gentlemnn from Iowa [l\Ir. STEELE] was in 
fa,or of the appropriation of $125,000 to exterminate the 
animals afflicted with rabies. 

l\lr. RAKER. Mr. Chairmnn, will the gentleman yielu there 
for one question? 

The CHAIR1\1Al~. Does the gentleman from l\Iassnclmsetts 
yield to the gentleman from California? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 
1\lr. RAKER. Does the gentleman know that no man who 

has a pack of hounds that has cost lrim from $50 to $100 n 
head ·would e\er thinl( of turning them loose on a coyote be
cause of the danger of infection? 

Mr. WALSH. I know that the gentleman from Iowa [1\Ir. 
STEELE] used hounds ou the coyotes, and used them success~ 
fully on his range. I do not know whether tLey were worth 
$50 apiece or $100 or not, but they <lid the work. I would like 
to ask why it is .that the weste1·n section of the country shoul<l 
be ·o alarmed about the coyote? When we in the eastern sec
tion of the country have animals tllat. while they do not chase 
an automobile for mile£ on t11e public highway, as related 
by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY], do commit 
great depl·edntions upon our live stock and poultry, and we 
are not asking the National Government for $250,000 to eradi
cate the woodchuck or the skunk or the polecat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. l\IEEKER. 1\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. WALSH. I will yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 
1\Ir. :1\IEEKER. Are you aware that where this coyote 

chased that automobile it was prohibition territory? 
1\lr. WALSH. I assumeu when the statement was being 

rnaue that it all occurred in a dry country. [Laughter.] 
1\lr. LEVER. 1\Ir. Chairman. will the gentleman yielu? 
1\fr. WALSH. Yes. 
Mr. LEVER. Does the gentleman know that we are appro

pt·iating in this "Very bill $300,000 to kill insect pests up i:J. 
Massachusetts? [Applause.] 

l\Ir. 'VA.LSH. I know that you are appropriating money to 
ldll bugs, but I apprehend t11nt very little of that $300,000 '"ill 
find its way into l\la sachusetts or e>en New England, but om· 
section will contribute in full proportion of the appropriation. 
There is one thing that I noticed, after reading the reports of 
the bearings and the report of the proposed work of the depart
ment, as outlined in pamphlet form, and that is tllat in some o.e 
these sections the coyotes ha>e decreased in number, and as 
they decrease in number the number of hunters inrceases in, I 
suppo ·e, corresponding ratio. They are going to ha,·e 140 lrunt
ers and 14 inspectors this coming year, and the number of 
coyotes has decreased, as a result of the brave and death-defying _ 
work of these bra\e hunters at "$115 per. 

:Mr. MILI.ER of Delaware. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to fot
low the gentleman from l\Ias ·achusetts [l\fr. W .usrr], because 
most of the gentlemen or in fact all of the gentlemen who have 
spoken in favor of thi~ proposition are from the far Western 
States, where these coyotes abound. In explanation of my rea
son for taking the time of the House this afternoon _on this 
proposition I want to state tlrat for four years I ro<le the range 
out in the State of Nevada, nnd I am familiar with the depretln
tions committed by these animals and their danger to live stoek, 
to say nothing of humans. 

With all due respect to my friend from Massachusetts, he 
should learn how to pronounce the name of that animal before 
be comes in here and attempts to tell us about it. 

1\Ir. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. l\IILLER of Delaware. I have only five minutes. 
Mr. WALSH. I should like to ask the gentleman to gi\e Uw 

correct pronunciation. 
1\fr. MILLER of Deluwnre. These animals, nccording to tlt<~ 

pronunciation in the country where tlH'Y li\·e an<l '"here thl'y 
are be,:t known, are called ki-otcs. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman will not yield his pro
nunciation to classical New England? 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. No; I can not yield to anyone. 
Mr. Chah·man, the debate on this· question seems to have de
velope<l into a joke on both sides-and it is no joke to the 
people of the We t. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is the gentleman serious about it? 
Mr. MILLER of Delaware. In the remaining few minutes I 

should like to be serious about it. With all due respect to my 
friend from Illinois [l\1r. MAnnEN], who has been in this House 
far longer than I will probably ever be here, I wish to say that 
gentlemen who are not familiar with this subject do not know 
how dangerous these animals are, not only to live stock, but to 
hmnan life. You have heard that in the State of Nevada 57 
people have had to be treated because of being bitten by these · 
animal . I think the proponents of the measure made a mis
take when they brought before us the illu tration of a coyote 
following an automobile, or of a coyote biting a man behind a 
sagebru h~no doubt true, but rather incredible to those who 
are ignorant of these beasts. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield right there? 
Mr. MILLER of Del a ware. No; I can not yield. 
Mr. WALSH. l\lr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 

the gentleman is not pronouncing the name of the animal cor
rectly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. [Laugh
ter.] 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I am pronouncing the name of 
the animal according to the way it is pronounced in the country 
where it lives, and I do not care for any "dictionary" on the 
subject. [Applause and laughter.] My pronunciation was in
fected by the gentleman from Mas achusetts. 

·I was saying to the Hou e that I did not think the proponents 
of this provision helped it any by bringing in the illustration of 
the man who \Yas bitten behind the sagebrush. If he· had taken 
enough alcohol before he lay down there to sleep he probably 
would have gotten over the effects of that bite. [Laughter.] 

1\fr. HAl\IILTON of Michigan. Where did the gentleman say 
the man was bitten? [Laughter.] 

Mr. H.OBERTS of Nevada. In answer to the gentleman's 
question with reference to the condition of the man behind the 
sagebrush, I ask unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD the 
article from the newspaper describing the occurrence. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Chairman, is this being taken 
out of my time? 

The CHA.IH.l\1AN. It is. 
1\lr. l\ULLEU of Delaware. I am trying to show the House 

that people who do not live in this coyote-infested country and 
who do not happen to be directly interested in this proposition 
can still see some good in this measure, for, coming from Dela
ware it does not concern me directly. I think it is as good a 
provision as there is in the bill and is just as much called for 
as dozens of other items in the bill that concern particular 
localitie where it happens that your own ox is gored and the 
other fellow's is not. [Applause.] 

l\1r. l\iANN. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say that 
I have been looking at the dictionary, and both pronunciations 
are correct. 

Mr. HERNANDEZ. l\1r. Chairman, as to the pronunciation 
of the word coyote I am supposed to be an authority, because 
it is a Spanish word. 

Mr. 1\!ANN. We do not speak Spanish, though. 
Mr. HERNANDEZ. It is pronounced neither "kf-ote" nor 

"ki-6-te," but it i pronounced "coy-6-te." [Applause.] 
Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HERNANDEZ. Yes. 
Mr. BLACK. How long has this appropriation been carried 

in this bill? 
Mr. LEVER. This is the second year. 
Mr. MADDEN. This is the fir t year, is it not? 
Mr. HERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, the main point I want 

to make is this, that we ought to support this appropriation on· 
tile part of the Feileral Government toward the destruction of 
these wolves, because they are wolves and nothing else. There 
are two classes of wolve out in that western country. One is 
called the gray wolf, which i larger than the coyote. The 
cvJote is supposed to be a cross between the gray wolf and the 
fox, and therefore is more foxy than the regular wolf. 
[Laughter.] _ 

The wolf in my pru·t of the counh·y was little h."'lown until 
recently. He came there from Texas, and we will charge him 
up to Texas. 

Mr. BORLA.l~D- He did not come from ' Vall Street, did he? 
~lr. HERNANDEZ. No; he came from Texas. He is down 

thE'J ~.- nnfl the Federal Government, in my opinion, ·should co-

operate with the We tern State in the destruction of these, the 
1 most deRtructive of predatory animals, since they have embraced 
within the national forests large areas of land and are keeping 

t from one to four men aU the year round. It is my opinion that 
' they should be employPd in killing wolves, if nothing else. 

The appropriation provided for in the paragraph is simply to 
cooperate with the States in the destruction of these animals, 

t and nothing more. The methods that shall be used in the de
' sh·uction of the animals I do not know, but I suppose they will 
I hire hunters for the purpose. They could offer a head bounty, 
as we do in my State, where we pay $15 for a wolf and $2 to· 

• $2.50 for a coyote. 
Mr. OVERMYER. Will the gentleman describe to the com

mittee the conduct of the coyote who is atllicted with rabies? · 
Mr. HERNANDEZ. In my State we are not bothered with 

rabies; we are simply bothered with the coyote. 
Mr. RAKER. If the gentleman from New Mexico will yield, 

in answer to the gentleman's question, the coyote with the rabies 
loses all sense of danger and fear. He start down the road, 

·biting the tin cans, biting the fence, biting the horse, biting the 
automobile, biting the cow and the sheep, and he keeps on biting 
until he is dead. He may bite 20 dogs and he may bite other 
coyotes and cattl e. 

Mr. HERNANDEZ. I never saw a. coyote with the rabies, 
1 but I have een a dog with the rabies. 

Mr. McCRACKEN. Mr. Chairman,. surely· there can be no 
objection to the retention of this clause in the bill. When 
American citizens will brave the dangers and hardships which 
they must encounter in order to establish a home upon some 
mountain side they should have all the encouragement that tho 
Government can give to them. In m·der that you may have 
some proof that rabies exist among. some of the wild animal~ 
of the Mountain States, I want to read from a letter which I 
have received from a constituent of mine, ,Mrs. Lula M. Gaddy, 
of Mountain Home, Idaho, who writes under date of February 
1, 1916, as follows : 

One thing I think you ca.n do for our locality in Idaho is to agitate 
, the mad-coyote conditions whlcb prevail there. I was one of those 
whom it was hard to convince that· there were mad coyotes, but we 
learned to our sorrow that there were. Many animals have been· 
bitten in our- ~ommunity during the last year, and several people. · 
My brother's two children were bitten and by only a miracle and the· 
goodness of God did one ot them escape. They were playing in the 
yard close to the house when a. mad coyote jumped the ft:!nce, at
tacked the baby. 2 years old, who was playing with his little shovel 
in the sand, and bit him in. the top of the head, the fangs sinking 
deep into thP skull : hearing his screams, the older brother rushed to 
the rescue of. the baby only to be attacked by the creature and bitten 
in the leg. Their father, who was working in the field not far awlll' , 
hearing the commotion, left his team and, seizing a club, killed the 
brute as it Jeft the children and Iushed at him. Upon examination 
it was found the coyote was mad, and the family spent three week.c; 
_right in the planting time in town having the treatment admin.isterell 
to the children. Fifty-five dollars a.pie.ee for. the treatment, to say 
nothing of the local doctor's charges, board in town, loss of valuaole 
time on the farm, etc., saying nothing of the anxiety. This added 
to an already immense doctor's bill aused by both parents having 
spotted fever the year before, made the father wonder why he had 
tried to hold a daim in Idaho. So talk up this thing. The ticks and 
consequent spotted fever are bad enough, but the mad coyotes are 
worse. All la&t summer and fall I n.ever dared step out of doors to 

•go to a neighbor's; or to the mall box. without a gun or club. 
1 Get the GovernmEOnt to put a big bounty on coyote heads or do some-
thing to kill oti the pest.c;. · 

I am willing to rest my case upon t11e appeal of this woman, 
,who is only one among thousands of worthy citizens of the West 
1who have braved the dangers of wild animals for many years 
past and who have paid into· the Treasury of the United States 
millions of dollars for their homes. The sum should be increased 

' to twice the amount provided for in this bill. 
1 It seems a strange thing that so little has ever been done by 
• this Government to aid the pioneer of the West. In the early 
days he fought the Indians in order that he might build a habita-

, tion for himself and his family. ·Now he is obliged to fight 
'wild animals infected with a fearful disease, and although he 
'has blazed the way for the generations which have followed and 
has done more than any other class in the country to increase 

1om· food supply, lL'1s given his sons to the Army and the Navy 
and done much else to make this country great. yet some gen
l tlemen on the floor of this House doubt the wisdom of making 

Ia small appropriation to enable him to defend himself against 
attack of ferocious and infected wHd beasts. 

I therefore urge in all seriousness that the sum provided for 
!lin this bill, to wit, $125,000, be appTopriated for the protection 

1

1 not only of our stock, but that which is sti1l more important, the 
lives and health of our people in the Northwest by an early and 

1 vigorous fight on the part of the Agricultural Department to 
!suppress rabies, which can only be done by the de truction of 
1 wolves, coyotes, and other predatory animals. I kuow that the 
1Members of this House are in syrnpatl.y with the homestead
. entrymen in the far West, and let us show our appreciation of 
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him in .a snbstnntiul way b~' retaining the pro\ision of the bill. 
[Applause.] 

l\lr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McCRACKEN. Yes. 
Mr. TILSON. How is your State spending money to eradicate 

the animals? 
Mr. McCRACKEN. The legislatm·e has maue an appropria

tion for the payment of a bounty on the animals killed. 
Mr. TILSON. They consider it the best way to offer a bounty 

of so much a head for those killed rather than to employ hunters 
by the month. 

l\1t·. McCRACKEN. I will say that the stock associations 
anu the State board of health haye cooperated, and they haye 
employed people to go out and kill coyores. They also use poison 
and other means of desh·uction. 

l\fr. MONDELL. l\1r. Chairman, for mauy years the ·western 
States have paid bounties for the extermination of predatory 
wild animals. Tl10se bounties have run all the way from two 
to fi\e dollars for wolves and from 75 cents to about $2 for 
coyotes. In addition to that, the stock associations, particu
larly in former times, when the range stock industry flourished, 
gave bounties also. In some parts of my State the bounty on 
the gray wolf lms been at times as high as $15-Stnte and local 
bounty combined. Our people haYe expended a very great deal 
of money attempting to exterminate these animals. We ha\e 
had some success. We have kept the numbers down to a point 
where the destruction of stock has been far less than it would 
have been without tbe great el::penditure that has been made. Of 
late years, since the creation of the forest reservations and since 
conditions ha\e changed in the live-stock industry, so that we 
no Jonger haye the big concerns to pay the supplementary 
bounties, we ha\e found it more and more difficult to cope with 
these animals. Last year an amendment was placed in this 
bill to aiel these 1Vestern States in that regard, and I think it is 
a. ,-nse provision. A small sum is here appropriated for this 
purpose, compared with the sums the people of the Western 
StatC's are expending annually for the same purpose. It was 
said in the matter of the brown-tail moth that Massachusetts 
and other States were spending quite as much as the Fecteral 
GoY'ernment. I think it may safely be said that the States and 
communities nnd individuals in the 1Yest have expended $10 at 
the \ery least for this work of extermination to $1 proposed in 
this nppropriation. 

1\Tr. TILSON. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. MONDELL. Yes. 
l\lr. TILSON. Has any good been discovered in any of 

these animals, either alive or U.ead, from their carcasses, their 
skins, or their fur? .Are they good for anything whatsoeYer, so 
as to induce nny private incllvidual to kiJI them? 

1\lt·. MONDELL. The skins are wo1~th a little something. The 
coyote skin is worth from 50 cents to a dollar, depending upon 
its quality, but a wolfskin anywhere from 75 cents to n dollar 
and n half, but the animaJs in the main are of the chnracter with 
which some people formerly invested the Indian. They are 
good under certain conditions-after they nre dead. 

l\lr. HOWELL. I would like to state that in the hearings 
before the Committee on Agriculture a gentleman representing 
the Bureau of Biology 1i1ade a. statement that <luring the last 
two months there lmct beeu returned to the Trensury the sum of 
$1,300 for tho pelts of animals that llau been killed by the Gov
ermnent hunters. 

Mr. BORLAND. 1\lr. Chairman, ,yill the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. Ye. 
1\lr. BORLAND. I want to ask the gentleman a question on 

this matter of State cooperation. Are not the Western States 
somewhat hampered on the question of cooperation by the 
fact that they not only lose tlJe taxable Y'alue of the national 
forests, but the national forests are tllemselYes somewhat respon
sible for the conditions which they haye to combat? 

l\fr. MO:NDELL. The gentleman is correct. The national 
forests are the great breeding grounds for these predatory ani
mals. 

1\fr. FESS. 1'Ur. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\11·. l\10NDELL. Yes. 
l\Ir. FESS. I ''"ill ask the gentleman whether we made an 

appropriatlon last year for this purpose? 
Mr. l\lO:NDELL. Yes. 
l\fr. FESS. Have ,\·e received any report of the work done 

tm<let· this appropriation? 
1\Ir. l\IONDELL. I think there was something in the hearings 

abOi.lt it. I haye some information myself on tlw subject I 
wm be glad to give the committee if I have the time. 
· l\I1·. LEVER l\Ir. Chnirmun, my information is tllat they 
haw killed something like 3,000 of these predatory animals, 
exclmling those infected with rabies. 

1\Ir. l\IO~'"DELL. The gentleman from Connecticut [:\Jr. Tn.
SON] bas raised a question al:l to the propriety and achisalJility 
of following the method of employing lnmters rather than pa3·
ing bounties. The officials of the Biological Survey, after \ery 
careful consideration of the situation and examination of the 
conditions, came to the conclusion that it would not be wise for 
the Government to join with the States and with individuals in 
the payment of bounties; that the best results "·oul<l be ob
tained in the long run by the careful selection of hunters, pay
ing them a salary and not allowing them to secure anything 
from the pelts or from bounties. ·with a part of this appropria
tion the bureau is doing very effective work in· the destr11.ction 
of prairie dogs. I have taken the b·ouble to keep informf><1 in 
regard to this work, and I can say from personal knowledge 
that not on)y has the work done by the bureau been Y('l'Y 
effecti\e, but it greatly stimulated the killing of prairie U.ogs by 
individuals. I am of the opinion that the increased yield of 
grass on account of the killing of prairie dogs by employees of 
the bureau and by individuals as a result of the influences of 
the bureau had a \alue in the single season far in excess of this 
entire appropriation. · 

The CH.AIR~IAl.~. The time of the gentleman from 1Vyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. 1\IOl\T])ELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CH.Ailll\fAN. The time limit has already been fixed. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it is an old saying that fat 

dogs will not hunt, and I fear that the man who is put on the pay 
roll to hunt these coyotes will get so fat that he will not do any
thing but lie around, the muzzle of his gun in the sagebrush, and 
draw his pay. If you need men to kill these coyotes, or whatever 
you want tq call them, why not take the army that will soon be 
coming back from their hunt after Villa? They might as well 
be hunting these things as Villa. 

1\Ir. HAl\IILTON of Michigan. 1\Ir. Chairman, I raise the point 
on the gentleman's pronunciation of " Villa." 

l\Ir. MADDEN. 1Ve haYe had so much Spanish education here 
thi · aftemoon--· 

Mr. SIMS. Will tllc gentleman yield? 
:J1r. l\L-\.DDEN. I will. 
l\1r. SIMS. The gentleman asked the gentleman from Cali· 

fornia about wanting jobs for constituents. Knowing the gentle
man to be liberal, would he not be willing for Democrats to be 
appointed as dog killers? -· 

Mr. l\IADDEN. I would be ·willing if they worke<l at the dog
killing business, but the trouble is they will not. 

1\lr. SMITH of 1\lichigafi. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MADDEN. I can not in two minutes. This nppropria

tion is going to pass, there is no doubt about that, and perhaps . 
it ought to, but the thing that alarms me is tllat next year you 
will have a million dollars in this appropriation, anu the number 
of coyotes will grow and the necessity for employing more men 
will grow. 

l\Ir. HAMILTON of Michigan. I want to inquire if they are 
rapid breeders? 

l\Ir. MADDEN. They are. An appropriation once made l>y 
the Federal Government never ceases; it always increases. If 
you make it $10 to-day it will be $100,000 to-morrow; make it 
$100,000 to-morrow and it will be $1,000,000 the ne=t day. It 
does not make any difference whether there is need for it or not, 
and I tllink it is wrong to load the taxpayers 'Yith unnecessnry 
burdens of this sort and impose upon them as yon do. These 
men from the Western States know very well that there is no 
more need for this appropriation to kill these wild animals than 
the man in the moon. They will still be there, as they ha\e 
been since the beginning of time. Why, gentleme:1, they have 
just discovered another way of putting a few more men on the 
pay roll. Now, we haYe to giye them a. shotgun and a horse anu 
a saddle and a tent and all the other paraphernalia in order to 
make them eligible for the pay roll. Coyotes, oh, coyotes, ·what 
crimes are committed in their name ! [Laughter and -applause.] 
The gentleman from California [Mr. RAKEn] "-eeps. Yon can 
see the tears running down his face lest the item will not pass 
and a few more men get on the pay roll to kill coyotes. [Ap
plause.] 

The CH.A.IH.l\L.U~. The time of the gentleman bas expired.. 
1\.fr. LEVER l\Ir. Chai.rmatl, I ask for a vote. 
The question w·as taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LE--TER. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following nmend-

ment: 
On page 55, line 22, after the word " sum," strike out the worus " not · 

less than." 

'l'lie CHAHL\IA . .:.'I. The Clerk will report the amenLlment. 
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The> ClE'rk r m d a follows : requirements. This is a great time_, the greate t ever k:nmvn 
l'a~c u:3. line 22, after the word "sum," strike out the_ words "not in the history of our great Republic. 

less than.' The Clerk read as follows; 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
l\1r. LEVEll. Mr. Chairman, I offer the .following amend-

ment: · 
Line 23, page 55, .after the amount " $250,000," stclke out the word 

"shall ·• and insert "may." 
The CHAIRlUAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
rage ri5, line 23, .after the amount "$250,000," strike out the wo-rd 

"shall " and insert the wonl •· may." 
Tl1e que&i:ion ·was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
1\lr. RAKER. 1\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

exten<l my remarks in the REcoRD. 
1\Ir. Sl\IITH of IdaJ:Jo. Mr. Chairman, I make fhe same re

quest. 
Mr. l\lAYS. ltlr. Chairman, I make the same request. · 
The CHA.IR3IAI.~. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
l\1r. CULLOP. l\1r. Chairman, in one of the recent daily 

papers is the following article of news which clearly shows the 
upward trend of bu iness and confidence displayed in the future 
by business men : 
SE\'EX MILLION DOLLAR RAIL ORDER IS PLACED-PENNSYLVANIA AI\'D READ· 

ING ROADS DISTRIBUTE HUGE STEEL CONTRACTS. 

PHILADELPHIA., April 15. 
Orders aggregating between $7,000,000 and $7,50'0,000 were placed 

with various steel concern by the Pennsylvania Railroad and the Phila
delphia & Reading Railway. 

What is said to be the largest single order for steel ru.ils in the history 
of t he r oad was placed by +be Pennsylvania Railroad. The order calls 
for .205,000 tons for 1917 deli.ve:ry, and -will cost approximately 
$6,000,000. The Reading's orders are for 26 locomotives fo-r freight 
service. They will be built by the .Baldwin Locomotive Works at a cost 
upward of $1,000,000. 

The rail order will be distributed among the Unitei:l States Cerpora
tion, Bethlehem, Lac.kawanna, Cambria, and the Pennsylvania com
panies. 

It would, therefore, appear that t'he railroads giving this big 
order are not alarmed about tlle busjnessdistressoverwhich some 
of the Republicans seem to exhibit so much worry. They do not 
see either in the pre ent or future any occasion for alarm. If 
they did, they would not place uch an enormous order for sup
plies for equipping their roads. The calamity, it appears, so 
frequently rehearsed on the floor of this House only exists in 
the worried and overtaxed imaginations of a few who refuse to 
realize the marvelous wave of prosperity sweeping over the land. 

Our country is to-day enj~ying the greatest era of prosperity 
it has ever known, and our business institutions are taxed to 
their limits to care for the business the requirements exact 
of them. Nearly every line of industry is taxed beyond its 
capacity to fill the unsolicited orders flowing 'in on it. This is a 
strong commendation of the pTesent administration. It demon
strates beyond cavil or doubt that the business world has confi
dence in it and approves its policies. 

Money is plentiful and can be had for legitimate purposes 
on reasonable terms; labor is employed at remunerative wages 
and industry was never more profitable. This strikes terror 
to the prophets of evil, who only a short time ago were crying 
calamity and distress, predicting idleness, shutdowns, lock
outs, and every other business evil the ingenious mind could 
conceive. But lo and behold .their disappointment ! Instead 
of calamity and distress, we witness th~ most marvelous pros
perity the eountry has ever known, our people are happy and 
contented, the country forging to the front by leaps and 
bounds, and reaping rich rewards as the result of the wise 
and economic business policies adopted by this administration. 

Prosperity has come to stay, business is now on a safe 
foundation, panics are things of the p.ast, and opportunities 
are equal for all. Special privilege -no longer exists for a 
fa ored few, and the whole people a:re the beneficiaries of these 
beueficent policies. These conditions have been brought ·about 
under the administration of the Democratic Party, the only 
party in this country which ·could bring :them about for the 
people. 

'l'he Republican Parts could not do so because it was so 
obligated to the special interests, so absolutely dominated by 
them that it was powerless to enact remedial legislation for 
the best interests of the peopl-e. It had .ample opportunity to 
do so, but failed. It bas been weighed in the balance and 
fou nd wanting. The Democratic Party was intrusted with 
power, fulfilled the expectations of the people, and will be 
continued jn power for another four years. 

Railroads are placing large orders for supp-lies, manufac
turers are builuing additions to their plants, new lines of 
bu iness are springing up, necessary to meet the demands 
made. upon them by the ever-increasing public and private 

For all necessary expenses for enforCing the provisions of the act ap
proved March 4, 1913 (37 Stat. L., 847, 848), relating to the protec
tion of migratory game and insectivorous birds, and for cooperation 
with local authorities in the protection of migratory birds, and for 
necessary investigations cannected therewith, $50,000. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on the 
paragraph. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, this is not subject to the point 
of order. There is a stqtute which covers this, and the gentle
man from Kansas is going to move to strike it out. 

Mr. COX. I want to get some information on this. .I recall 
the statute very well. I know the Federal court has held it to 
be unconstitutional. I will make the point of order on it, be
cause there is no law for it. The law has been held unconstitu
tional at least by one Federal court in the United States, if not 
two. 

Mr. LEVER. It has been held constitutional. 
The CILURl\IAN. Perhaps one court has held it unconstitu

tional, but other com'ts have not. 
Mr. COX. I do not lmow tlrnt ·any eomt has held it as con-

stitutional. 
Mr. LEVER. 'l'he court in Arkansas held it constitutional. 
The CHAIRM.A.N. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. 
Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman permit the genneman from 

Kansas to offer an amendment and have it pending? 
:Mr. 1\:l.ANN. Yes. 
Mr. DOOLI-TTLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strilr

ing out the paragraph. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman -from Kansas offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page .::iG, strike out the paragraph included in 11nes 11 to 18, inclusive. 
l\1r. LEVER. .Mr. Chaii·man, I move that the committee do 

now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. HAMLIN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12717, the 
Agricultural appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution. 
thereon. 

HOUR .OF .:MEETING MONDAY. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock 
a. m. on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that when the House adjom·ns to-day it 
adjom·n to meet at 11 o'clock a. m. on Monday next. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ADJ<YURNMENT. 

'1\Ir. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do no\V 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; a-ccordingly (at 4 o'clock and o6 
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjotu'Ded · 
until Monday, April 24, 1916, at '11 o'clock a. m. 

EXEOUTIV:ID COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Undet· clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions were in

troduced and severally referred as follows : 
1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tran -

mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy submitting estimates of deficiencies in appropriations re
quired by the Nuvy Department "to complete the service of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for prior years (H. Doc. No. 
1049) ; to the Committee on Appropriations ana ordered to be 
printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of W:ar, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- · 
nation of Hempstead Harbor, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 1050); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and orde1.·ec1 to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasm·y, trans
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of War 
submitting .a ::;upplemental estimate of appropriation requir a: 
for the service of the War Department for the fiscal year eud
ing June 30, 1917, for camps of instl·ucti.on for civilians (H. Doc. 
No. 1051) ; to the Committee on .Militm·y Affairs and ordered 

.to be printed. 

\ 



j 
J 

1916. CONGRESSIONAL R.ECORD-HOUSE. 6685 
4 . ..:\.. letter from the Acting S rretary of the Tre..'lsury, trans

mitting estimate of urgent deficiency appropriation in the sum 
of S25,000 fc1· operating force for public buildings, 1916 (H. Doc. 
No. 1052) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be vrinted. 

By 1\lr. HAY: Resolution (H. Ties. 213) to pro>i(1c for the 
discharge of the Committee on l\111itary Affairs fTom the consid
eration of H. R. 12766, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on llules. 

PRIVATE BILLS .AND RESOLUTIOKS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills were introduced 

and severally referred as follows : 

:G . .A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting information 
relati'\e to time studies and premium payments in Government 
employment (H. Doc. No. 1033) ; to the Committee on Militnry 
A:ffnir · aud ordered to be-printed. By 1\Ir. Ai~THONY: A bill (H. R. 14930) granting an increase 

, of pension to llebecca A. Munson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

HEPORTS OF COill.IITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev
emlly reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

lU L'. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Merchant 
l\farine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
U6:23) to permit the use of certain refined products of pe
troleum as stores on steam vessels carrying passengers, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 586), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

1\fr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on the Public 
Lantls, to which was referred the om (S. 3132) providing for 
the homestead entry of certain lands in the State of Wash
ington, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend
ment accompanied by a report (No. 587), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the ~tnte of the Union. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Umler clause 2 of Rnle XXII, committees were discharged 
D.'Olll the consideration of the following bills, which were Te
ferret 1 as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 2043) gi·anting a pension to Seymour Mc
Donough ; Committee on Invalid Pensions disclurrged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9203) granting an increase of pension to Homer 
E. :llills; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re
fcrn•<l to the Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

"Cuder clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills ..and resolutions were intro
duced and severally referred as follows: 

' By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 14943) to amend 
tl1e civil-service laws of the United States; to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 14944) authorizing the Secre
tary of the Interior to transfer on certain conditions the south 
half of lot 14, of the southeast quarter of .section 21, township 
107, range 47, Moody County, S. Duk., to the city of Flandreau, 
to be used as a public playground; to the Committee on Indian 
A:ffnirs. 

B~· Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 14945) to fix the 
size-; of baskets or other open containers for small fruits or 
berries; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 14946) to amend an act en
titled ''.An .act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations," approved March 3, 
1891; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 14947) providing for carrying 
in the mails reply letters and postal curds without prepayment 
of postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By 1\lr. HILLIARD: A bill (H. R. 14948) to repeal section 3 
of an act entitled "An act to regulate the liens of judgments and 
decrees of the courts of the United States," approved August 1, 
188 (25 "Stat. L., p. 357), and as amended in Twenty-eighth 
Statutes at Large, page 814, approved Ma:rch 2, 1895; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. n. 14949) authorizing the Secre
tary of the Interior to make investigation of lignite coals to 
determine the practicability of their utilization _ in producing 
benzol and other commercial products; to the Committee on 
Aptwoprintiol.lli. 

By Mr. HUI~BERT: Resolution (H. lle ·. 209) directing the 
Secrctury of the Treasur~· to report to Cong1·es · as to the ad
Yit'abilitr of e._ tablishing fr e ports, etc. ; to the Committee on 
Appropriation~. 

H,Y £IT. LEYER: He olution (H. R~s. 213) provl<ling for the 
rons::iderntion of H. n. 12717; to the Committee on Rules. 

By 1\lr. FI-JHHIS: Re. olution (H. H.es. 214) providing for 
investigatio!l of an<l relating to the hig-h price of print paper aml 
other products; to the Committee on Rules .. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14951) granting a pension to John Grotb; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1Hr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 14952) for tl1e relief of 1\lrs. 
John A. Fox; to the Committee on Claims. 

By 1\fr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 14953) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Martha Ellen Sellers; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By l\Ir. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 14954) granting a pension to 
R. L. Rhodes ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14955) for the relief of R. L. Rhodes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 14956) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas Byrne; to the Committee on ·war Claims. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 14957) granting a pen
sion to Frank 0. Stevens; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14958) granting an increase of pen.<3ion to 
Cornelius McCafferty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1.4959) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph P. Brady; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.l\IOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14960) granting a pen
sion to Abbie Shanks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 14961) granting e pension to 
Sarah E. Crockett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 14962) granting a pension to 
William McCarthy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 14963) granting an increa"e 
of pension to John Everets; to the Committee on Inntlill 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 14964) granting an in
crease of pension to James W. Gamble; to the Committee oa 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 14965) granting an in
crease of pension to Lynn J. Heldreth; to the Committee on 
Pensions. · 

By Mr. WICKERSHA.l\I: A bill (H. R. 14966) to appropriate 
$10,000 to compensate Thomas H. Jeter for property taken by 
the United States; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 14967) grunting a pension to 
John Sawicki; to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lnili 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of women voters 

of P.ueblo, Colo., favoring action by Congress on suffrage runenc1-
ment at this session; to the Committee on the Ju<liciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of s1mdry citizens of Cincinnati. 
Ohio, again...~ bills to amend the postal laws; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of citizens of Atcheson, Horton, 
and R-Ossville, Kans., favoring tax on mail-order houses; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNE: Petition signed by residents of Clinton
ville, WIS., protesting against House bill 13048 ; to t11e Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of residents of the E:ighth congressional dish·ict 
of Wisconsin and residents of Marion, Wis., in favor of the 
Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration :uul 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition signed by residents of the cities of Emuarru ·s. 
Shawano, and Clintonville, of the eigMh congressional llistrict 
of Wisconsin, against House bills 6468 nn<l 491 ; to the Com
mittee on the Post Ofike and Post Roads. 

Also, p£tition signed by residents uf ~lana wa, in the eighth 
congre~sional di trict of ·wi con~ in, against House bills 64H8 
rrn<1 491; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Hoads. 

Also, petition signed by residents of Mosinee, in the eighth 
congressional district of Wi con~in, against Honse bill 652; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition signed by residents of Marathon County, in tllc 
eighth congressional district of Wisconsin, against House bills 
6468 and 491; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads~ 
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By 1\Ir. CURRY: Re olution by the Richmond Chamber of 
Commerce, of Richmond, _Cal .. indor ing site offered by John H. 
Nicholl for the location of a naval academy on the Pacific coast; 
to the Committee on Naval Afi'airs. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of the Defiance (Ohio) 
1\lach.ine Works, relative to Government munitions plant in De
finnce; to the Committee on Military Affairs. -

Also, memorial of envoys of nonsuffrage States and women 
Yoters of Colorado and citizens of Albuquerque, N. 1\.fex., pro
te~ting against action of the Judiciary Committee relative to 
suffrage amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Texas: Petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Union of Honolulu, favoring prohibition in Hawaii; to the Com
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. ELSTON: Petition of L. C. Nelson and other citizens 
of Alameda Cotmty, Cal., against bills to amend the postal laws; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of L. C. Nelson and other citizens of Alameda 
County, Cal., against bills to close barber shops in the District 
of Columbia on Sunday; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of M. E. Cassity and 27 others, of 
Tomah, Wis., against bills to amend the postal laws; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

• .Uso, petition of sundry citizens of Thorp, Wis., relative to 
Government developing water power ; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By 1\!r. FULLER: Petition of General Jacob H. Smith Post, 
No. 83, Veterans of Foreign Wars, favoring the Madden bill, 
House bill13671; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Young Republican Club, of New York, protest
ing against the Clarke amendment to the Philippine bill ; to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of McNeil & Higgins Co., of Chicago, Ill., favor
ing 1-cent drop-letter postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of sundry citizens and organiza
tions of the State of Arizona, favoring national prohibition; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of E. S. Beall and 11 other citizens of Phoenix 
an<l Buckeye, Ariz., opposing the passage of House bills 6468 
and 491; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of San Jose, Santa Clara 
County, Cal., against bills to amend the postal laws; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Campbell, Cal., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 'Voman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Campbell, Cal., favoring prohibition in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: Petition of J. C. Wallace an<l 21 others 
of Denver, Colo., favoring national prohibition; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Frank C. Goudy, G. W. Brown, Caldwell 
Martin, Frazer Arnold, Kenaz Huffman, C. F. Heath, F. B. Rich
mond, H. S. Peregrine, Thomas F. Azpell, and J. H. Hillyard, of 
Denver, Colo., urging appropriations for national defense; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By 1\.fr. LINTHICUM: Petition of sundry citizens and or
ganizations of the United States, favoring House 1"esolution 137, 
for Government inspection of dairies; to the Committee on 
.Rules. 

By 1\Ir. MILLER of Delaware: Evidence in support of House 
bill 14925, granting an increase of pension to Margaret Baylis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORIN: Petitio]) of the Pittsburgh Builders' Ex
<:hange, of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring reconsideration of bill 
granting permission to build proposed power plant in close prox
imity to 1\Iall in the District of Columbia and selection of a site 
having the approval of the Fine Arts Commission; to the Com· 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Building Construction Employers' Asso
ciation of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring reconsideration of bill grant
ing permission to build power plant in close proximity to the 
Mall in the District of Columbia and selection of a site having 
the approval of the Fine Arts Commission; to the Committee 
ou the District of Columbia. · 

Also, petition of Pitt burgh Builders' Exchange, of Pittsburgh, 
I>a., prote ting against passage of House bill 11876; to the Cor:
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Building Consh·uction Employers' Asso
ciation, of Pittsburgh, Pa .. protesting against passage of House 
l>ill 11876; to the Committee on Lnbor. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition from Patriots' Day celebration 
mass meeting, San Francisco, Cal., requesting legislation to pro
hibit the President from severing diplomatic relations with any 
foreign power without the consent of Congre s; also to prevent 
American citizens from traveling on ships of belligerent na· 
tions; also a request that the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
report a bill placing an embargo on arms and ammunition ; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. NORTH: Petition of A. E. Longwill, of In<liana, Pa.( 
asking for the assistance in the placing of a tax on all exporta
tions of gasoline; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
~Y Mr. ROWE: Petition of sundry citizens of New York City,. 

favoring passage of the Stevens standard-price bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the State of New York, 
against bills to amend the postal laws; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the board of trustees of the Cape 1\fay 
Yacht Club, against bills relative to numbers on motor boats; 
to the Committee on the Merchant l\Jarine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of New York Young Republican Club, against 
the Clarke amendment to the Philippine bill; to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SANFORD: Papers to accompany Hou e bill 14455, 
granting a pension to Joseph P. Weis; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to accompany House bill 
14896, grnnting an increase of pension to Gustavus Odor; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. Sl\flTH of Michigan : Papers to accompany House bill 
11523, for the relief of Harriet S. Upright; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. -

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of Alf. Anderson and 9 other 
citizens of Kennedy, Minn., against bills to amend the postal 
laws; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Mrs. E. M. Chase and other 
citizens of Manchester, N. H., favoring passage of House bill 
2238, relati\e to ransom of Miss Ellen M. Stone; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas (by request): Petition of C. D. 
Curry and sundry other citizens of Hot Springs, Ark., against 
bills to amen<l the postal laws; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Harry B. Bezanson an<l 100 
others, of New Haven, Conn., against bills to amend the po tal 
laws; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WALSH: Petition of ·New England Conference of 
Evangelical Association, by Samuel P. Spreng and Charles W. 
Locke, its president and secretary, respectively, indorsing Shep
pard-Gallinger resolutions, so--called; to the Committee on Alco
holic Liquor Traffic. 

SENATE. 
~fo:NDAY, Ap1-iZ 24, 1916. 

The Chaplain, ReY. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we thank Tbee that with the returning spring
time we have the token of Thy will and Thy purpose to supply 
all our needs. 'Ve thank Thee that we know tbat back of the 
rains, tbe fields, the flowers, and the sunshine is the Father's 
will, and we look to Thee with praises in our hearts for all the 
gifts of life. We come to Thee that the higher needs of our 
spiritual life may also be supplied. We pray that Thou wilt 
out of the unmeasured resources of ·Thy grace give to us all the 
nobler aspirations and ambitions of life, leading us ·to look at 
life from God's point of view, measuring its possibilities and its 
responsibilities by Thy revealed will. Guide us this day in the 
discharge of the duties that come to us. For Christ's sake. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read nn<l 
nppron~d. 

L ANDS IN THE DISTniCT OF COLUMBIA. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before tile Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of War, the Attorney General, the 
president of the Board of Commissioners of tbe District of 
Columbin, and tbe chairmen of the 'Committees on Public Build
ings and Grounds of the Unite<l States Senate an<l of the House 
of Representatives, transmitting a map showing the title of the 
Unite<l States to lnnds in the District of Columl>ia, which "as 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-10-16T15:24:10-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




